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MONDAY,  JUNE  9,  1975 

WASHINGTON.  D.C. 

Volume  40  ■  Number  111 
Pages  24517-24716 

PART  I 


PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974— FURTHER  NOTICE 
TO  AGENCIES 

The  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  encourages  agencies 
to  submit  as  much  Privacy  Act  material  as  possible  on 
magnetic  tape  or  OCR  scannable  copy.  This  is  intended 
to  minimize  the  cost  of  publishing  the  large  amount  of 
materiel  expected.  Assistance  and  specifications  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Federal  Register  Privacy  Coordinator.  Call 
523—5240  for  further  information. 


HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 

EXHAUST  SYSTEMS— Labor/OSHA  adopts  exception  for 
dry  grinding,  polishing,  or  buffing  operations;  effective 
6-9-75  .  24521 

EFFLUENT  LIMITATIONS  GUIDEUNES— EPA  proposal 
relating  to  bauxite  and  aluminum  smelting;  comments 
by  7-9-75 .  24539 

COMMUNITY  SERVICE  AND  CONTINUING  EDUCATION 
PROJECTS — HEW/OE  adopts  priorities  for  funding; 

effective  6-S-75 .  24548 

(Continued  inside) 


PART  II: 

EMPLOYEE  RETIREMENT  INCOME  SECURITY— 
Labor/Employee  Benefits  Security  Office  pro¬ 
poses  reporting  and  disclosure  deadline  and 
guidance  concerning  certain  types  of  plan  cov¬ 
erage;  comments  by  7-9-75  .  24641 

PART  III: 

AIRWORTHINESS  REVIEW— DOT/ FAA  proposes 
amendments  to  aircraft  certification  rules  re¬ 
lated  to  flight  and  duties  of  type  certificate 
holders;  comments  by  9-8-75 . .  24663 

PART  IV: 

RAIL  SERVICE  CONTINUATION  SUBSUMES— ICC 
notice  of  intent  to  establish  criteria  for  maMng 
decisions;  comments  by  7-24-75 _  24685 

PART  V: 

COMMUNITY  DEVELOPMENT  BLfX^K  GRANTS— 

HUD  revises  program;  effective  1-1-75 _  24691 


reminders 

(TiU  Itomi  la  this  list  wee*  e<lltorUai7  eompiled  as  an  aid  to  Fedeeai.  Registee  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no 
legal  elgnlfleano*.  GUno*  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  mclude  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 

Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

\  DOT/CG — Drawbridge  opierations  on  the 

AIWW,  Mile  342,  Lauderdale-By-The-Sea, 

Florida  .  19740;  5-5-75 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY — Approval  and  promulgation 
of  implementation  plans;  Alabama. 

20083;  5-8-75 
USDA/APHIS — ^Vlrus,  serums,  toxins,  and’ 
analogous  products:  organisms  and 
vectors;  packaging  and  labeling  and 
standard  requirements .  20066; 

5-8-75 

List  of  Public  Laws 

NOTE;  No  acts  approved  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  wer  ereceived  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today's  , 

LIST  OF  PUBLIC  LAWS. 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5282.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  daily,  Mcmday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Ad  ministration.  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (40  Stat.  600,  as  amended;  44  U.S.O.. 
Ch.  16)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  oi  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
is  made  cmly  by  the  Superlntmdent  of  Documents,  UjB.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Fki«eai.  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  niRking  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  FedMsl  agency 
documents  of  puMlc  interest. 


,  The  Fedebai.  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  tor  $5.00  per  month  or  $46  per  year,  payable 
in  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  is  76  cents  for  each  issue,  or  76  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  «tler,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UJS.  Government  Printing  Office,  Wae^lngton, 
DO.  20402. 

There  are  no  restricUons  on  the  repubiicatlon  of  material  appearing  In  the  Feoeeai.  Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


MEDICARE— 

HEW/SSA  proposal  regarding  return  on  equity  capital 
of  proprietary  providers;  comments  by  7-9-75 .  24529 


HEW/SSA  proposal  relating  to  arrangements  for  serv¬ 
ices  by  home  health  agencies;  comments  by  7-9-75..  24530 

DIAGNOSTIC  X-RAY  SYSTEMS — HEW/FDA  proposes  radia¬ 
tion  safety  performance  requirement  for  intraoral  radio- 
graphic  film;  comments  by  ^1-75 . .  24528 

POSTAL  RATES — Postal  Service  announces  temporary 

increases  for  certain  classes  of  mail;  effective  7-^75..  24557 

POLLUTANT  ANALYSIS— EPA  proposal  establishing  test¬ 


ing  procedures;  comments  by  7-24—75  .  24535 

FEDERAL-AID  HIGHWAYS— 

DOT/FHA  establishes  national  maximum  speed  limits 
and  enforces  vehicle  size  and  weight  limitations; 
effective  7-9-75  . . .  24519 


DOT/FHA  proposal  regarding  state  certification  of 

speed  limit  enforcement;  comments  by  6-30-75....  24532 

DANGEROUS  CARGO — DOT/CG  proposes  increasing  gross 


weight  of  portable  tanks;  comments  by  7-15-75 .  24532 

MEETINGS— 

CRC:  Maryland  State  Advisory  Committee,  6-23-75....  24551 
Michigan  State  Advisory  Committee,  6-25  and 

6-26-75  . 24551 

CSC:  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council,  7-2-75 .  24552 

DOD:  DSBTF  on  Department  of  Defense  Space  Shuttle 

Utilization,  6-23  and  6-24—75 .  24543 

Advisory  Committee  on  DSBTF  on  "Electronic  Test 

Equipment,"  7-9  and  7-10-75  24543 


Army:  ROTC  Affairs  Advisory  Panel,  7-8  thru  7-10-75 
Navy:  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  Executive  Panel  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  7-9  and  7-10-75 . 

DOT/FAA:  Terminal  Instrument  Procedures  (TERPS) 
Working  Group  on  Visibility  Credits  for  Lights,  6-24 

and  6-25-75 . . . . . . . 

FCC:  Broadcasting-Satellite,  Fixed-Satellite,  and  Mobile 

Services,  6-24—75 . 

Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Marine  Services, 

6-26-75  . 

Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Aeronautics,  7-9 

and  7-10-75  . 

Wireline  Telephone  Companies  and  Radio  Common 

Carriers,  ^20-75 . 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS  AND  THE 
HUMANITIES:  Architecture  and  Environmental  Arts 

Panel,  7-1  and  7-2-75 . 

NRC:  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards’ 
Subcommittee  on  Westinghouse  Water  Reactors, 

6-24-75  . . . 

STATE:  Government  Advisory  Committee  on  Interna¬ 
tional  Book  and  Library  Programs,  7-17-75 . 

USDA/FS:  Carrizo  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  7-11-75 _ 

Timpas  Unit  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  7-15-75 . 

Labor/ Employee  Benefits  Security  Office — ^Advisory 
Council  on  Employee  Welfare  and  Pension  Benefit 

Plans,  6-23  and  6-24-75 . 

HEW/NIH:  Arthritis  and  Related  Musculoskeletal  Dis¬ 
eases  National  Commission,  6-26-75 . ' . 

CORRECTED  MEETINGS— 

HEW/OE:  National  Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Educa¬ 
tion,  6-27  thru  6-29-75 . . 

CANCELLED  MEETINC^ 

Commerce/DIBA:  National  Industrial  Energy  Conserva¬ 
tion  Council,  6-16-75 . 


24543 

24543 

24549 

24554 

24555 

24554 

24555 

24575 

24575 

24546 

24546 

24547 

24580 

24548 

24548 

24548 


contents 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 

Proposed  Rules 

Cranberries  (grown  in  certain 
states) ;  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  respecting  amended  mar¬ 
keting  order _  24527 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Farmers  Administra¬ 
tion;  Forest  Service;  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

ARMY  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

ROTC  Affairs,  Advisory  Panel..  24543 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Rules 

Military  transportation;  exemp¬ 
tion  of  air  carriers;  reasonable 
level  of  compensation;  correc¬ 


tion  _  24518 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Air  Jamaica  (1968)  Ltd. .  24551 


CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Maryland _  24551 

Michigan  (2  documents) _  24551 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Excepted  service: 

Community  Services  Adminis¬ 


tration  _  24517 

Labor  Department _  24517 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Federal  Employees  Pay  Council-  24552 
COAST  GUARD 
Proposed  Rules 

Dangerous  cargoes;  transportation 
of: 

Sp>ecification  packaging  for 


portable  tanks _ : _  24532 

Drawbridge  operations: 

Mississippi _  24532 

Notices 

Bunge  Corp.;  qualification  as  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States _  24549 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Domestic  International  and 
Business  Administration. 

COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM  THE 
BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

Notices 

Procurement  list,  1975;  additions 
and  deletions  (2  documents) _  24552 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Hearings: 

Castro,  Charles _ 24552 

CUSTOMS  SERVICE 

Rules 

Chistoms  forms;  sale  and  price 
procediures _  24518 

Vessels  in  foreign  and  domestic 
trades;  clearance  reguiranents.  24518 

Proposed  Rules 

Vessels  in  foreign  trade;  manifest 
discrepancy  explanation -  24527 
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CONTENTS 


DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 
See  also  Army  Department;  Navy 
Department. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Science  Board,  task  forces,  etc. 

(2  documents) _  24543 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Meetings: 

National  Industrial  Energy 
Conservation  Council,  cancel¬ 


lation  _  24548 

Tariff  Schedules;  petition  for  de¬ 
termination: 

Escalade,  Inc _  2454T 


EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Notices 

Community  service  and  continu¬ 
ing  education  programs,  pro¬ 
posed  priorities  for  special  proj¬ 


ects  _  24548 

Meetings: 

Indian  Education,  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Council,  correction _  24548 

EMPLOYEE  BENEFITS  SECURITY  OFRCE 
Proposed  Rules 

Employee  Retirement  Income  Se¬ 
curity  Act  of  1974 _  24641 

Notices 

Meeting: 


Employee  Welfare  and  Pension 
Benefit  Plans  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil  _ _ _  24080 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Rules 

Air  quality  implementation  plans: 
Csdifomla;  correction _  24523 


Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw 
agricultural  commodities; 
tolerances  and  exemptions, 
etc.: 

Proparglte _  24524 

Proposed  Rules 

Air  qiudity  implementation  plans: 
Prevention  of  significant  air 

qusdity  deterioration _  24534 

Grants.  State  and  local  assistance 
procurement  standards;  con¬ 
struction  of  treatment  works; 

extension  of  comment  period _  24534 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw 
agriciUtiire  commodities  tol¬ 
erances  and  exemptions: 

Pine  oU _  24539 

Water  pollution;  etSuent  limita¬ 
tions  guidelines: 

Anal3rsis  of  pollutants;  test  pro¬ 
cedures  _ 24535 

Nonferrous  metals _  24539 

Notices 

Pesticide  chemicals,  tolerances, 
etc.;  petitions: 

3M  Co _  24552 

Rohm  It  Haas  Co _  24553 

UpJ(^  Co _  24553 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Association  loans;  community  fa¬ 
cility  loans -  24517 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Transition  areas -  24518 

Proposed  Rules 

Airworthiness  Review  Program; 

Aircraft  certification;  rules  re¬ 
lating  to  fiight  and  duties  of 
holders _  24663 

Notices 

Meetings:.. , 

Terminal  Instrument  Proce¬ 
dures  (TERPs)  Working 
Group  on  Visibility  Credits 
for  Llgdits _  24549 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 

COMMISSION 


Rules 

Radio  frequency  devices;  Identifi- 
cati(m  required  for  devices  that 
are  marked -  24524 

Television  broadcast  stations; 
table  of  assignments: 

Ohio;  correction _  24525 

Proposed  Rules 

Broadcast  station  license;  re¬ 
vision  of  application _  24540 

Television  broadcast  staticms; 
table  of  assignments: 

Addition  of  new  stations  to  in¬ 
sure  diversity -  24540 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

American  Telephone  &  Tele¬ 
graph  Co _  24553 

Meetings: 

Aeronautics,  Radio  Technical 

Commission  for _  24554 

Broadcasting-Satellite,  Fixed- 
Satellite,  and  Mobile  Serv¬ 
ices  _  24554 

Marine  Services.  Radio  Techni¬ 
cal  Commission  for _  24555 


Wireline  Telephone  Companies 
and  Radio  Ccmunon  Carriers.  24555 

FEDERAL  DISASTER  ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Disaster  areas: 

Kentucky  (2  dociunents) -  24549 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Mandatory  petroleum  price  reg¬ 
ulations: 

Stripper  well  lease  exemption.  _  24517 
Proposed  Rules 

Landed  costs;  orders  of  disallow¬ 
ance  _  24541 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Federal-aid  highways: 

National  maximum  speed  limits 
and  v^cle  sizes  and  weights.  24519 

Proposed  Rules 

Federal-aid  highways: 

National  maximum  speed  limit; 
state  certificatloa  of  enforce¬ 
ment  _ — _ — —  24532 


FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Natlomd  fiood  Insurance  program; 
flood  elevation  determina¬ 
tions: 

Oklahoma _  24521 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Agreements  filed,  etc.: 

General  Air  Freight  Corp -  24555 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 


Natural  gas: 

National  rates  for  jurisdictional 
sales _  24542 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Alabama-Tennessee  Natural 

Gas  Co _  24555 

Area  Rate  Proceeding,  et  al -  24558 

Carolina  Power  &  Light  Co -  24556 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co....  24557 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

Corp  (2  documents) -  24557 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp.  24557 
Forgotson,  James  M.  and  Gulf 

Coast  Venture _  24560 

Georgia  Power  Co -  24558 

Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission 

Co  _  24558 

Great  Northern  Nekoosa  Corp —  24558 
Indiana  and  Michigan  Electric 

Co  - _ 24558 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 

Co  (2  documents) _  24561 

Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp —  24568 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co -  24569 

North  Penn  Gas  Co -  24570 

Pacific  Northwest  Power  Co -  24570 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line 

Co.  (2  documents) _  24570,  24571 

Puget  Soimd  Power  b  light  Co.  24571 

Rhonda  Operating  Co _  24572 

Sea  Robin  Pipeline  Co -  24572 

South  Carolina  Electric  and  Gas 

Co _  24573 

South  Carolina  Public  Service 

Authority  _  24572 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  (2 

documents) _  24573 

United  Gas  Pipeline  Co _  24574 

'FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

Proposed  Rules 

Migratory  Bird  hunting;  extension 
of  comment  period -  24527 

Notices 

Endangered  species  permits;  ap¬ 
plication  _  24542 


FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Diagnostic  X-ray  systems;  Intra-  ! 

oral  radiological  film -  24528  j 

I 

FOREIGN-TRADE  ZONES  BOARD  j 

Notices  I 

Foreign-trade  zone  application; 
extension  of  time  for  written 
statements  _ _  24574 


tr 
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FOREST  SERVICE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Carrizo  Grazing  Advisory 

Board - - - —  24646 

Tlmpas  Unit  Grazing  Advisory 

Board _ _  24547 

Elnvlronmental  Statements : 

Rio  Grande  National  Forest, 
timber  management  plan  re¬ 
vision  _  24546 

Wallowa  Valley  Planning  Unit.  24547 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Education  Office;  Food 
and  Drug  Administration;  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health;  So¬ 
cial  Security  Administration. 

Notices 

Organization,  functions,  and  au¬ 


thority  delegations: 

Office  of  Education -  24548 

HEARINGS  AND  APPEALS  OFFICE 
Notices 

Applications,  etc. : 

Bishop  Coal  Co -  24646 

Itmann  Coal  Co -  24545 

Pocahontas  Fuel  Co -  24546 


HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Disaster  Assist¬ 
ance  Administration;  Federal 
Insiirance  Administration. 

Rules 

Community  development  block 
grants: 

Discretionary  grants;  technical 
changes  _  24691 

INTERIM  COMPLIANCE  PANEL  (COAL 
MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY) 

Notices 

Applications,  etc. : 

Buchanan  Coimty  Coal  Corp —  24574 


Devonia  Coal  Corp _  24674 

Lane  Hollow  Coal  Co _  24574 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice;  Hearings  and  Appeals  Of¬ 
fice;  Land  Management  Bureau. 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Import  Investigations : 

Eye  testing  Instnunents  Incor¬ 
porating  refractive  principles.  24574 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 


Rules 

Car  service  orders : 

Burlington  Northern  Inc -  24526 

Privately  owned  coal  cars,  dis¬ 
tribution  _  24526 

Notices 

Hearing  assignments _  24581 

Motor  carriers: 


Irregular  route  property  car¬ 
riers;  gateway  elimination.-  24581 
Temporary  authority  applica¬ 


tions  (2  documents) _  24601 

Transfer  proceedings _  24606 

Rail  services;  criteria  for  making 
rail  service  c<mtinuatlon  sub¬ 
sidy  decisions _  24685 

Rerouting  of  traffic : 

Louisiana  Midland  Railway  Co.  24600 


LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  (Uso  Employee  Benefits  Secu- 
curity  Office;  Labor-Manage¬ 
ment  Services  Administration; 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration;  Wage  and  Hour 
Division. 

Notices 

Adjustment  assistance : 

Freeman  Shoe  Co _  24580 

LABOR-MANAGEMENT  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Employee  benefits  plans : 

Extension  of  interim  exemption 
from  prohibitions  on  securities 
transactions  with  certain 
broker-dealers,  reporting 
dealers  and  banks _  24578 

LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

New  Mexico _  24542 

MANAGEMENT  AND- BUDGET  OFFICE 
Notices 

Clearance  of  reports;  list  of  re¬ 
quests  _  24677 


Rules 

Certain  retirement  plans;  qual¬ 
ification  requirements;  correc¬ 
tion  _  24621 

Proposed  Rules 

Qualification  of  certain  retire¬ 
ment  plans;  notification  of  in¬ 
terested  parties;  correction -  24527 

Notices 

Prohibitions  of  secmltles  transac¬ 
tions  with  certain  broker  deal¬ 
ers,  reporting  dealers  and  banks; 
extension  ol  interim  exemption.  24543 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Committees;  establishment,  re¬ 
newals,  etc.: 

Lunar  Polar  Orbitar  Advisory 
Subcommittee _  24675 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS 
AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Architecture  and  Environmen¬ 
tal  Arts  Pan^ _  24675 


NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFHC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards: 

Hydraulic  brake  systems _  24526 

Notices 

Highway  Safety  Act  Sanctions  Re¬ 
view  Board;  Puerto  Rico;  post¬ 
ponement  of  sanctions  hearing.  24550 
Occupant  crash  protection;  com¬ 
ment  date  on  passive  restraints.  24550 
Petitions  for  temporary  exemption 
from  safety  standards: 

C.  H.  Waterman  Industries _  24549 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTES  OF  HEALTH 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Arthritis  and  Related  Musculo¬ 
skeletal  Diseases  National 
Commission  _  24548 

NAVY  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Chief  of  Naval  Operations  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Panel  Advisory  Com¬ 


mittee  _  24543 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc. : 

Florida  Power  and  Light  Co.— -  24576 
Meetings: 

Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory 

Committee _  24575 

Regulatory  guides;  issuance  and 
availability  _  24576 


OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 


ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Health  and  safety  standards: 

Dry  grinding,  polishing  and 

buffing;  ventilation _  24521 

State  plans  for  enforcement  of 
standards: 

Illinois  _  24523 

Oregon _ 24522 

Notices 

ElectrcHnagnetlc  pulses  (EMP’s), 
exposure  to;  determination  not 
to  propose  standard _  24579 


POSTAL  SERVICE 
Rules 

General  information;  editorial 


note _  24526 

Notices 
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This  i»ctiofi  of  tho  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  rasulatory  documants  ha^Ang  ganaral  appncabmiy  and  tagal  aff^  moat  of  whicli  ara 
kayad  to  and  codiflad  in  tho  Coda  of  Fadaral  Ragulations,  which  ia  publishad  undar  SO  titias  puiauanl  to  44  UAC.  1510. 

Tha  Coda  of  Fadaral  Raguiationa  is  told  by  tho  Suporintandant  of  Documants.  Pricaa  of  naw  books  ara  Hstad  In  tha  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issua  of  aach  month. 


TitteT — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  XVIII — FARMERS  HOME  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS  AND  GRANTS 
PRIMARILY  FOR  REAL  ESTATE  PURPOSES 

(FmHA  Instruction  442.1  ] 

PART  1823— ASSOaATION  LOANS  AND 
GRANTS — COMMUNITY  FACILITIES,  DE¬ 
VELOPMENT,  CONSERVATION,  UTILIZA¬ 
TION 

Subpart  A — Community  Facility  Loans 

MISCELLAMBOUS  AMXirDMBHTS 

Sections  1823.2(a)  (2)  and  1823.3(b) 
of  Subpart  A  of  Part  1823,  Title  7,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  (38  FR  20926;  39 
FR  17971)  are  amended  to  provide  tbe 
requirements  pertaining  to  loans  for 
community  electric  or  telephone  systems 
in  rural  communities  with  populatitHis 
between  1,500  and  10,000. 

This  amendment  is  being  published 
without  notice  of  proposed  nUemaking 
since  any  delay  in  its  adoption  would  be 
contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  has  recently  re¬ 
delegated  authority  for  making  loans  for 
community  electric  or  telephone  systems 
to  the  Farmers  Home  Administration; 
heretofore,  the  authority  has  rested  with 
the  Rural  Electrification  Administration. 
Any  delay  in  the  adoption  of  these 
amendments  would  result  in  the  delay 
of  the  construction  of  needed  conununlty 
electric  and  telephone  ssrstems.  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  invited,  however,  to 
submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  regarding  this  amendment 
to  the  Chief.  Directives  Management 
Branch.  Farmers  Home  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agrlcultiu^,  Room 
6315,  South  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  on  or  before  July  9.  1975.  Material 
thus  submitted  will  be  evaluated  and 
acted  up<»i  in  the  same  manner  as  if  this 
document  were  a  proposal.  All  written 
submissions  made  pursuant  to  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  made  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Di¬ 
rectives  Management  Branch,  during 
regular  business  hours.  (8:15  ani.-4:45 
p.m.)  As  proposed,  SS  1823.2  and  1823.3 
will  read  as  follows: 

S  1823.2  Applicant  eligibility  and  prior- 
ity. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  Loans  shall  not  be  made  for  com¬ 
munity  electric  or  telephone  systems  in 
rural  communities  of  1,500  population  or 
less;  however,  this  does  not  preclude  an 
^plication  for  a  loan  to  commtmitles  of 
1,500  or  less  from  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration. 

•  •  •  •  • 


§  1823.3  Eligible  loan  purposes. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(b)  To  construct,  enlarge,  extend,  or 
otherwise  improve  community  facilities 
providing  essential  service  to  rural  resi¬ 
dents.  Such  facilities  include  but  are  not 
limited  to  those  providing  or  supporting 
overall  commimity  development  such  as 
fire  and  rescue  services;  transportation; 
traffic  control;  community,  social,  cul¬ 
tural,  and  recreational  benefits;  electric 
and  telephone  facilities  In  communities 
with  populations  between  1,5()0  and 
10,000;  industrial  parks  including  utll- 
iti^  and  access  wa3rs  but  not  improve¬ 
ments  erected  on  the  land  such  as  busi¬ 
ness  Industrial  buildings. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(7  I7JB.C.  1989;  delegation  of  authority  by 
the  Sec.  of  Agrl.,  7  CFR  2.23;  delegation  of 
authority  by  the  Asst.  Sec.  for  R\iral  Devel¬ 
opment,  7  CFR  2.70) 

Dated:  May  22. 1975. 

I^uunc  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.76-14933  Piled  e-6-75;8:46  am] 

Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I — CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Labor 

Section  213.3315  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  additional  position  of  Staff  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Secretary  is  excepted  un¬ 
der  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  June  9. 1975,  §  213.3315(a) 
(1)  is  amended  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3315  Department  of  Labor. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  (1)  Two 
Speda'  Assistants,  one  Confidential  As¬ 
sistant.  and  two  Staff  Assistants  to  the 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(6  DjS.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1964- 
68  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Crvn.  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[SEAL]  James  C.  Sprt, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  DOC.7S-14968  Filed  0-«-7S;8;48  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Community  Services  Administration 
Section  213.3373  Is  amended  to  show 
a  change  In  title  from  Chief.  Private  Re¬ 
sources  Division  to  Private  Resources  Ad¬ 
viser  to  the  Associate  Director  for  Pro¬ 
gram  Review. 


Effective  on  Jime  9,  1975,  1 213.3373 

(c)  (3)  Is  amended  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3373  Community  Services  Admin¬ 
istration. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Office  of  Program  Review.*  *  * 
(3)  One  Private  Resources  Adviser  to 
the  Associate  Director  for  Program 
Review. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(6  UJ8.C.  8301,  3302;  EO  10677,  S  CFR  1964- 
68  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission. 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(FR  Doe.76-140e7  FUed  6-6-76:8:46  am) 


THie  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  II — FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  210— GENERAL  ALLOCATION  AND 
PRICE  RULES 

Stripper  Weil  Lease  Exemption;  Effective 
Date 

On  May  15,  1975,  pursuant  to  section 
4(g)  (2)  of  the  Elmergency  Petroleum  Al- 
kicatlon  Act  of  1973  (“EPAA,”  Pub.  L. 
93-159,  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  93-511), 
the  FEA  submitted  to  the  Senate  and  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  fin^gs 
and  a  proposed  amendment  (40  FR 
22123,  May  21.  1975)  to  the  stripper 
well  lease  exemption  of  10  CFR  210.32. 
The  amendment  is  designed  to  remove  a 
disincentive  to  Increased  production 
from  marginally-producing  stripper  well 
leases,  whicdi  existed  under  the  previous 
regulation,  by  providing  that  once  a 
property  qualifies  as  a  stripper  well  lease 
on  the  basis  of  its  per-well  production 
for  any  calendar  year  beginning  after 
December  31.  1972,  the  property  win 
continue  to  enjoy  exempt  status,  regard¬ 
less  of  any  increased  production  in  a 
subsequent  year. 

Section  4(g)  (2)  of  the  EPAA  provides 
that  an  amendment  submitted  to  Con¬ 
gress  pursuant  to  that  section 

shall  take  effect  on  a  date  specified  in  the 
amendment,  but  In  no  case  sooner  than  the 
close  of  the  earliest  period  which  begins 
after  the  submlsalon  of  such  amendment 
to  the  Congress  and  which  includes  at  least 
five  days  during  which  the  House  was  In 
session  and  at  least  five  days  during  which 
the  Senate  was  in  session;  except  that  such 
amendment  shall  not  take  effect  If  before 
the  expiration  of  such  period  either  Ho*  ~s 
of  Congress  approves  a  resolution  of  that 
House  stating  In  substance  that  such  House 
disapproves  such  amendment. 

The  amendment  and  findings  were 
submitted  to  each  House  of  Congress 
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on  May  15. 1975,  and  the  five  day  period 
for  Ck>ngres8lonal  review  therefore  began 
on  May  16.  1975.  (The  amendment  and 
flndingB  were  formally  received  by  the 
Senate  on  May  16,  1975  (121  Cono.  Rec. 
8  8443,  daily  ed.  May  16.  1975),  and  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  on  May 
19, 1975  (121  Cong.  Rec.  H  4290,  dally  ed. 
May  19,  1975).)  The  period  beginning 
May  16, 1975  and  ending  Jime  2, 1975  In¬ 
cludes  five  days  during  which  each  House 
was  in  session,  and  during  which  neither 
House  of  Congress  approved  a  resolution 
stating  in  substance  that  such  House 
disapproved  the  amendment. 

Accordingly  the  amendment  is  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  June  3,  1975. 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  June  3. 
1975. 

Robert  E.  Moittooiiert.  Jr.. 

General  CounsH. 

(PR  Doc.76-14877  PUed  •-4-76;8:84  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL  AVIATION  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  78-EA-171 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  15399  of  the  Federal  Register 
for  April  7,  1975,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  proposed 
rule  which  would  alter  the  Martinsburg, 
W.  Va.,  Transition  Area  (40  PR  536) . 

Int^ested  parties  were  given  30  days 
after  publication  in  which  to  submit 
written  data  or  views.  No  objections  to 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been 
received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulation  is  hereby  adopted,  effective 
0901  GMT  August  14,  1975. 

(Sec.  307(a). Federal  Aviation  Act  1058  (73 
Stat.  749  (40  U.S.C.  1348));  sec.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (40  UJ3.0. 
1656(e))) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  May  28, 
1975. 

Louis  J.  Cardinali, 

Acting  Director, 
Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71,  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
description  of  the  Martinsburg,  W.  Va. 
Transition  Area  by  adding,  “and  within 
a  15-mile  radius  of  the  center  of  the 
airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a  263* 
bearing  to  a  335*  bearing  from  the 
Mrport.** 

(FR  Doc.76-14917  Filed  6-6-75;8;45  am] 


CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  A— ECONOMIC  REGULATIONS 
(Reg.  EB-000,  Arndt.  42] 

PART  288— EXEMPTION  OF  AIR  CARRIERS 
FOR  MILITARY  TRANSPORTATION 

Reasonable  Level  of  Compensation 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-14474  appearing  at  page 
23844  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday,  June  3, 
1975,  on  page  23845,  in  the  sixth  line  of 
the  proviso  in  8  288.7(a).  “DC-8-61/63'’ 
should  read  “DC-8P-61/63’’. 


Title  19 — Customs  Duties 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  CUSTOMS 

SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREAS¬ 
URY 

(T.D.  76-133] 

PART  4— VESSELS  IN  FOREIGN  AND 
DOMESTIC  TRADES 

Clearance  of  Vessels;  Load  Lines 

The  International  Voyage  Load  Line 
Act  of  1973,  Pub.  L.  93-115,  87  Stat.  418 
(October  1.  1973)  (46  UB.C.  88-861),  re¬ 
quires  that  with  certain  stated  excep¬ 
tions,  load  lines  shall  be  marked  on  all 
Unlt^  States  vessels  engaged  in  foreign 
voyages  and  foreign  vessels  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  This 
Act  also  provides  that  with  the  consent 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  officers 
of  the  United  States  Customs  Service 
may  be  utilized  to  enforce  the  Act  and 
the  regulations  established  thereunder. 

'Ihe  Coastwise  Load  Line  Act,  1935,  as 
amended  (Act  of  August  27.  1935,  c.  747, 
section  1,  49  Stat  888)  (46  U.S.C.  88- 
881) ) ,  established  load  lines  for  merchant 
vessels  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  gross 
tons  or  over,  loading  at  or  proceeding  to 
sea  frwn  any  port  or  place  within  the 
United  Stat^  or  its  possessions  for  a 
coastwise  voyage  by  sea.  Officers  of  the 
United  States  Customs  Service  are  em¬ 
powered  to  enforce  this  Act  through  the 
issuance  of  detention  orders  served  on 
the  master  of  any  vessel  subject  to  the 
Act  and  not  in  compliance  vrith  its  re¬ 
quirements. 

Section  4.61(b)  (11)  of  the  Customs 
R^ulations  (19  CTR  4.61(b)  (11) ) .  pro¬ 
vides  that  before  clearance  is  granted  to 
a  vessel  bound  to  a  foreign  port,  the  dis¬ 
trict  director  shall  verify  compllanoe 
with  load  line  regulations.  Footnote  96  at 
the  end  of  this  section  makes  reference 
to  Chapter  2A  of  title  46.  United  States 
Code,  in  which  the  statutes  concerning 
load  lines  for  American  vessels  are  set 
forth,  and  to  the  Coast  Guard  regula¬ 
tions  for  load  lines  (46  CJFR  Subchapter 
E) .  This  amendment  deletes  footnote  96 
and  adds  a  reference  to  a  new  8  4.65a 
(19  CFR  4.65a),  setting  forth  the  en¬ 
forcement  responsibilities  of  the  United 
States  Chistoms  Service  in  regard  to  the 
applicable  statutes. 

Accordingly,  in  order  to  include  the 
enforcement  provisions  of  the  Intema- 
ti<mal  Voyage  Load  Line  Act  of  1973  and 
the  Coastwise  Load  Line  Act,  1935,  as 
amended,  in  the  Customs  Regulations, 


8  4.61(b)  (11)  (19  CFR  4.61(b)  (ID)  is 
amended,  and  a  new  8  4.65a  (19  CFR 
4.65a)  is  added,  to  read  as  follows: 

Paragraph  (b)(ll)  of  8  4.61  Is 
amended  to  read: 

§  4.61  Requirements  for  clearance. 

(b)  *  •  * 

(11)  Load  line  regulations  (4.65a) . 

•  •  •  •  • 

Footnote  96  is  deleted. 

Part  4  is  further  amended  by  adding  a 
new  8  4.65a  to  read: 

§  4.65a  Load  lines. 

(a)  If  a  district  director  of  Customs 
is  notified  by  an  officer  of  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard  that  a  detention 
order  has  been  issued  against  a  vessel 
engaged  in  the  foreign  trade  under  the 
International  Voyage  Load  Line  Act  of 
1973,  clearance  shall  not  be  granted  until 
the  order  is  withdrawn. 

(b)  If  a  district  director  of  Customs 
issues  a  detention  order  under  the  Coast¬ 
wise  Load  Line  Act.  1935,  as  amended,  or 
is  notified  by  an  officer  of  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard-  that  a  detention 
order  has  been  issued  against  a  vessel 
under  the  aforesaid  Act.  clearance  shall 
not  be  granted  until  the  order  is  with¬ 
drawn. 

(Sees.  1-0,  49  stat.  888-891,  as  amended, 
secs.  1-12,  87  Stat.  418-421  (46  UA.C.  86-861, 
88-881)) 

(RS.  251,  as  amended,  sec.  624,  46  Stat.  759 
(19  n.S.C.  66,  1624) ) 

Inasmuch  as  these  amendments  merely 
set  forth  the  enforcement  responsibilities 
of  the  United  States  Customs  Service 
as  presently  contained  in  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Voyage  Load  Line  Act  of  1973  and 
the  Coastwise  Load  Line  Act,  1935,  as 
amended,  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  are  foimd  to  be  unnecessary  and 
good  cause  exists  for  dispensing  with  a 
delayed  effective  date  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  5  U.S.C.  553. 

Effective  date.  These  amendments  shall 
become  effective  on  June  9,  1975. 

[SEAL]  Veknon  D.  Agree, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  May  27,  1975. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

(PR  Doc.75-14926  PUed  6-6-76;8:46  am] 


(TJ>,  75-132] 

PART  24'-CUSTOMS  FINANCIAL  AND 
ACCOUNTING  PROCEDURE 

Sale  of  Customs  Forms 

Paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  6  24.14  of 
the  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  24.14 
(a),  (b))  authorize  the  Commissioner 
of  Chistoms  to  designate  those  Customs 
forms  which  shall  be  for  sale  to  the 
general  public  as  well  as  to  establish 
the  price  of  each  salable  Chistoms  form. 
It  has  been  determined  that  paragraphs 
(a)  and  (b)  of  section  24.14,  Customs 
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regulations,  should  be  amended  to  per¬ 
mit  the  Commissioner  of  Customs  to 
delegate  this  authority  to  other  ofiBclals 
in  the  United  States  Customs  Serrice. 

Accordingly,  S  24.14  of  the  Customs 
regulations  (19  C7FR  24.14)  is  amended 
in  the  manner  set  forth  below: 

The  first  sentence  of  8  24.14  (a)  and 
(b),  (Customs  regulations  (19  CFR  24.- 
14  (a)  and  (b)).  is  amended  to  read  as 
foUows: 

§  24.14  Salable  customs  forms. 

(a)  Customs  forms  for  sale  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  shall  be  designated  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  or  his 
delegate.  •  •  • 

(b)  The  price  of  each  salable  Customs 
form  shall  be  established  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Chistoms,  or  his  delegate, 
and  Shan  be  adjusted  periodically  as 
the  varying  costs  of  printing  and  distri¬ 
bution  require.  •  •  * 

•  •  •  •  • 

(RB.  261,  as  amended,  sec.  624,  46  Stat.  759; 
(6  UB.O.  801, 19  UB.C.  66, 1624)  ) 

Because  these  amendments  relate  to 
rules  of  agency  procedure  and  practice 
and  place  no  afiOrmative  duty  on  the 
public,  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  is  found  to  be  unnecessary  and 
good  cause  exists  for  dispensing  with 
the  delayed  effective  date  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  5  U.S.C.  553. 

Effective  date.  These  amendments 
shall  be  on  Jime  9,  1975. 

[sxALl  Vernon  D.  Acres, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

AiH^iroved:  May  27, 1975. 

DAvn>  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

(FR  Doc.76-14926  PUed  6-6-76; 8:46  am] 


Title  23 — Highways 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

(Docket  No.  75-4;  Notice  2] 

PART  1— GENERAL 

PART  658— NATIONAL  MAXIMUM  SPEED 
UMIT;  MAXIMUM  VEHICLE  SIZE  AND 
WEIGHT 

Establishment 

This  notice  amends  Part  658  of  Title 
23,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  to  im¬ 
plement  those  provisions  of  the  Federal- 
Aid  Highway  Amendments  of  1974,  Pub. 
L.  93-643,  relating  to  the  establishment 
of  a  55  mph  national  maximum  speed 
limit  and  to  the  enforcement  of  the  size 
and  weight  limitations  on  the  Federal- 
aid  highways,  as  proposed  by  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  published  on  March 
6,1975  (40  FR  10481). 

Additional  r'.K]ulrements  proposed  by 
the  March  6  noti^,  relating  to  the  States’ 
certification  of  speed  limit  enforcement, 
drew  numerous  comments,  many  of  them 
adverse  to  the  proposed  requirements.  To 
allow  additional  opportimity  for  com¬ 
munication  between  the  affected  State 


agencies  and  the  Elepartment,  the  period 
for  comment  on  the  requirements  (pro¬ 
posed  as  23  CFR  658.7)  is  being  reopened 
until  June  30.  1975.  The  section  is  ac¬ 
cordingly  marked  as  "reserved”  in  the 
regulation  as  issued  by  this  notice.  A 
modified  version  of  23  CTR  658.7  is  ac¬ 
cordingly  proposed  in  a  notice  Issued  in 
today’s  edition  of  the  Federal  Register 
at  40  FR  24532. 

TTie  comments  on  each  of  the  sections 
in  the  proposed  regulation  are  discussed 
below,  with  changes  noted: 

Section  658.1  ia) .  The  scope  paragraph 
has  been  broadened  by  including  the  cer¬ 
tification  of  State  size  and  weight  law  en¬ 
forcement  on  Federal-aid  highways,  to 
encompass  the  full  reach  of  23  U.S.C.  141. 

Section  658.3(b).  The  State  of  Mich¬ 
igan  objected  to  the  definition  of  “High¬ 
way”  as  overly  broad.  However,  the  de¬ 
finition  used  in  Part  658  is  somewhat 
narrower  than  that  in  23  U.S.C.  101,  and 
does  not  create  any  obligation  on  the 
State  to  expsmd  its  enforcement  to  high¬ 
ways  not  presently  patrolled.  The  defini¬ 
tion  has  been  adopted  as  proposed. 

Section  658.5(a).  The  Washington, 
D.C.  Region  of  the  Sports  Car  Club  of 
America  objected  to  the  exemption  of 
police  and  emergency  vehicles  from  the 
55  mph  limit.  The  Department,  upon  re¬ 
view  of  the  issue,  has  conclude  that 
higher  speeds  for  such  vehicles  are  often 
necessary  for  public  health  and  safety, 
and,  in  the  case  of  police  vehicles,  for 
proper  enforcement  of  the  55  mph  speed 
Umlt.  An  exemption  is  therefore  author¬ 
ized  tmder  23  U.S.C.  315  as  a  regulation 
needful  to  carrying  out  the  intent  of 
the  Act.  The  paragraph  is  therefore 
adopted  as  proposed. 

Section  658.5(d).  The  Pennsylvania 
Department  of  Transportation  requested 
amendment  of  this  or  other  aspects  of 
8  658.5  to  permit  States  to  set  lower 
speeds  for  trucks  than  for  cars  on  long 
downhill  grades.  The  language  of  8  658.- 
5(d)  is  not  subject  to  change,  because 
of  its  direct  statutory  derivation.  How¬ 
ever.  it  has  been  determined  that  a  long 
grade  of  the  type  usually  marked  for 
lower  gears  for  trucks  constitutes  a  con¬ 
dition  creating  a  “temporary  hazard,” 
within  the  meaning  of  8  658.5(d).  and 
therefore  permits  a  lower  speed  to  be  set 
for  trucks. 

Section  658.6.  'The  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  suggested  a  requirement 
that  the  States  report  any  “new  or  inno¬ 
vative”  techniques.  Although  it  will  be 
useful  to  know  of  such  techniques,  the 
Department  anticipates  that  they  will  be 
volunteered  readily  by  the  States.  No  re¬ 
quirement  seems  necessary. 

North  Carolina  and  Massachusetts 
each  sought  to  shift  the  obligation  of 
certifsdng  from  the  Governor  to  another 
State  official.  The  Act  requires  certifi¬ 
cation  by  the  State,  rather  than  by  a  par¬ 
ticular  official.  Accordingly,  if  someone 
other  than  the  Governor  is  best  suited 
to  certify  the  State’s  compliance.  It 
seems  reasonable  to  accept  his  certifica¬ 
tion  on  behalf  of  the  State.  The  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  Governor  in  8  658.6  is  there¬ 


fore  amended  to  permit  certifications  by 
officials  designated  by  the  Governor.  A 
parallel  change  is  made  in  88  658.7  and 
658.9. 

The  State  of  Washington  requested  an 
additional  30  days  beyond  the  30  days 
proposed  after  Issuance  of  the  final  regu¬ 
lation  for  submittal  of  a  certificate  of 
ccHnpliance.  However,  the  obligation  to 
certify  arose  when  Pub.  L.  93-643  be¬ 
came  effective  on  January  4,  1975.  The 
certification  required  under  §  658.6  does 
not  differ  significantly  from  that  required 
by  the  former  Part  658.  'There  would 
thus  appear  to  be  no  hardship  in  a  30- 
day  certification  period,  and  ^e  30-day 
period  has  been  adopted. 

Section  658.9.  The  size  and  weight  pro¬ 
visions  of  $  658.9  have  been  amended  to 
restrict  the  data  collection  to  State 
'  agencies.  Technical  changes  have  been 
adopted  to  reflect  more  closely  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  23  U.S.C.  141,  to  adopt  Janu¬ 
ary  1  as  the  certification  date  for  23 
U.S.C.  127  conformity,  and  to  require 
classification  of  special  permit  issuances 
according  to  the  life  span  of  the  permit. 

One  comment  questioned  the  require¬ 
ment  in  paragraph  (b)  (7)  to  submit  the 
number  of  citations,  on  the  ground  that 
a  State  may  choose  another  penalty  for 
oversize  and  overweight  operation,  such 
as  an  extraordinary  user  tax,  which  It 
would  not  have  to  record  as  a  “cita¬ 
tion.”  However,  (b)  (7)  recognizes  the 
use  of  civil  techniques  by  requiring  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  number  of  "assessments,” 
as  wen  as  “citations.”  Thus,  a  State 
which  employs  an  extraordinary  user  tax 
or  other  noncrlmhial  sanction  must  re¬ 
port  the  number  of  such  sanctions 
assessed. 

Another  comment  objected  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  to  submit  the  days  and  hours 
of  scale  operation  ( (b)  (5) )  and  the  num¬ 
ber  of  personnel  used  in  measurement 
((b)(6)).  These  requirements  are  con¬ 
sidered  necessary  to  proper  evaluation  of 
a  sizes  and  weights  program  and  have 
therefore  been  retain^.  It  is  not  thought 
that  this  Information  will  be  burdensome, 
in  that  the  States  have  been  furnishing 
it  for  2  years  already. 

Section  658.15.  It  was  noted  that  be¬ 
cause  the  section  on  the  effect  of  a  failure 
to  certify  referred  to  a  determination  of 
nonconformity  by  the  Secretary  or  his 
designee,  it  was  not  clear  whether  favor¬ 
able  determination  would  be  necessary 
in  order  for  a  State  to  receive  project 
approvals.  'The  section  has  been  amended 
to  provide  that  project  disapproval  can 
o<x:ur  only  after  an  adverse  determina¬ 
tion.  Therefore,  projects  will  continue  to 
be  approved  after  each  year’s  certifica¬ 
tion  date  unless  an  adverse  determina¬ 
tion  is  made. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing: 

§  1.29  [Revoked] 

(1)  The  former  provision  rdatlng  to 
vehicle  size  and  weight,  8  1.29  of  Title  23, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is  hereby 
revoked. 
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(2)  Part  658  of  Title  23.  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  Is  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  set  forth  below. 

Elffectlve  date:  July  9, 1975. 

Issued  on  June  3, 1975. 

Norbert  T.  Tiemann, 
Federal  Highvoay  Administrator. 

James  B.  Gregory, 
National  Highvoay  Traffic 
Safety  Administrator. 

Sec. 

858.1  Scope  and  purpose. 

658.3  Definitions. 

668.6  Adoption  of  national  maximum  speed 

limit. 

658.6  Statement  of  compliance. 

658.7  [Reserved] 

658.9  Certification  of  size  and  weight  en¬ 
forcement. 

658.11  Federal  reimbursement  for  sign 
modifications. 

658.13  Procedures  for  obtaining  reimburse¬ 
ment  for  sign  modification  costs. 
658.15  Effect  of  failure  to  certify. 

Authobitt:  (Secs.  106,  107,  114,  Pub.  L.  93- 
643,  80  Stat.  2281:  23  US.C.  127,  141,  154; 
23  UB.C.  315;  delegations  at  49  CFR  1.48  and 
1.50). 

§  658.1  Scope  and  purpose. 

(a)  Scope.  This  part  implements  the 
55  mph  national  maximum  speed  limit 
requirement  of  23  UB.C.  154,  sec.  114, 
Pub.  L.  93-643,  and  the  provisions  of  23 
U.S.C.  141,  sec.  107,  Pub.  L.  93-643,  relat¬ 
ing  to  cer^cation  by  the  States  of  their 
enforcement  of  the  speed  limit  require¬ 
ments  of  23  U.S.C.  154,  the  maximum 
size  and  weigdit  requirements  of  23  UB.C. 
127,  and  the  State  size  and  weight  re¬ 
quirements  on  Federal-aid  highways. 

(b)  Purpose.  Hie  purpose  of  this  part 
Is  to  conserve  fuel  and  increase  safety 
through  enforcement  of  the  55  mph  na¬ 
tional  maximum  speed  limit  and  to  pre¬ 
serve  highway  pavement  and  structures 
and  Increase  safety  through  enforcement 
of  maximum  vehicle  size  and  weight. 

§  658.3  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part: 

(a)  “Act”  means  the  Federal-Aid 
Highway  Amendments  of  1974,  Pub.  L. 
93-643.  80  Stat.  2281. 

(b)  “Highway”  means  all  streets, 
roads,  or  parkways  under  the  Jurisdiction 
of  a  State,  Including  its  political  subdivi¬ 
sions,  and  open  for  use  by  the  general 
public,  and  includes  toll  facilities. 

(c)  “Motor  vehicle”  means  any  vehicle 
driven  or  drawn  by  mechanical  power 
manufactured  primarily  for  use  on  public 
highways,  except  any  vehicle  operated 
exclusively  on  a  rail  or  rails. 

(d)  “State”  means  any  one  of  the  fifty 
States.  Uie  District  of  Columbia,  and 
Puerto  Rico. 

§  658.5  Adoption  of  national  maximum 
speed  limit. 

In  order  to  obtain  approval  of  Federal- 
aid  projects  under  23  U.S.C.  106,  each 
State  shall  adopt  or  maintain  maximum 
speed  limits  as  follows: 

(a)  The  maximum  speed  limit  on  any 
taifihway  in  the  State  shall  be  55  mph 
or  less,  except  that  emergency  and 


police  motor  vehicles  may  be  authorized 
to  operate  at  higher  st>eeds  when  neces¬ 
sary  to  protect  health  or  safety. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraphs 

(c)  and  (d)  of  this  section,  the  speed 
limit  on  any  portion  of  a  highway  shall 
be  uniformly  applicable  to  all  types  of 
motor  vehicles,  using  such  portion  of 
highway,  if  on  November  1,  1973,  such 
portion  of  highway  had  a  speed  limit 
which  was  uniformly  applicable  to  all 
ty[>es  of  vehicles  using  it. 

(c)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  a  State 
may  establish  a  lower  speed  limit  for  a 
motor  vehicle  operating  under  a  special 
permit  because  of  any  weight  or  dimen¬ 
sion  of  such  vehicle,  including  any  load 
thereon. 

(d)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  a  State 
may  specify  nonuniform  speed  limits  on 
any  portion  of  a  highway  when  the  ccm- 
dition  of  the  highway,  weather,  an  acci¬ 
dent,  or  other  condition  creates  a  tem¬ 
porary  hazard  to  the  safety  of  trafiBc  on 
such  portion  of  a  highway. 

§  658.6  Statement  of  compliance. 

Each  Governor,  or  an  official  desig¬ 
nated  by  each  Governor,  shall  submit  to 
the  Federal  Highway  Administrator,  not 
later  than  30  days  after  Issuance  of  this 
part,  a  statement  that  ttie  State  has 
complied  with  section  154  of  title  23, 
United  States  Code. 

(a)  Contents  of  statement.  The  state¬ 
ment  shall  include — 

(1)  A  copy  of  each  law,  regulation,  or 
administrative  order  adopted  by  the 
State  legislature,  the  Governor,  or  other 
State  or  local  official  or  agency  to  imple¬ 
ment  the  Act,  including  all  laws,  regu¬ 
lations,  and  orders  which  specify  sanc¬ 
tions  for  violation  of  the  55  mph  speed 
limit; 

(2)  An  opinion  of  the  State’s  legal 
counsel  that  the  acticm  taken  is  lawful 
in  cases  where  the  action  is  not  based 
on  a  specific,  cited  provision  of  State 
statute  (such  as  the  State’s  assent  law) 
or  the  State’s  constitution  ^  and 

(3)  A  statement  that  speed  limit 
signs  have  been  changed  when  necessary 
to  reflect  modificatirais  in  speed  limits 
required  by  the  Act. 

(b)  Effect  of  stated  action.  Adminis¬ 
trative  action  lawfully  taken  by  a  Gov¬ 
ernor  or  other  appropriate  State  official 
in  compliance  with  the  Act  and  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  State’s  statement  shall  be 
deemed  to  place  the  State  in  compliance 
with  section  154  of  title  23,  United  States 
Code. 

§  658.7  [Reserved] 

§  658.9  Certification  of  size  and  weight 
enforcement. 

In  order  to  obtain  approval  of  Federal- 
aid  projects  under  23  U.S.C.  106,  each 
State  shall  certify  to  the  Federal  High¬ 
way  Administrator  before  January  1  of 
each  year  that  it  is  enforcing  all  State 
laws  governing  maxlmiun  vehicle  size 
and  weights  permitted  on  the  Federal- 
aid  primary,  urban,  and  secondary  sya- 
tems.  Including  the  Federal-Aid  Inter¬ 


state  System  in  accordance  with  23 
U.S.C.  127.  The  certification  shall  con¬ 
sist  of  the  following  elements: 

(a)  A  statement  by  the  Governor  of 
the  State,  or  an  official  designated  by  the 
Governor,  that  the  size  and  weight  laws 
and  regulations  in  the  State  governing 
use  of  the  Interstate  System  conform  to 
23  U.S.C.  127. 

(b)  A  statement  by  the  Governor  of 
the  State,  or  an  offlclsd  designated  by  the 
Governor,  that  all  size  and  weight  limits 
are  being  enforced  on  the  Federal-aid 
primary,  urban,  and  secondary  systetns, 
including  the  Interstate  System.  The 
The  statement  shall  include  the  follow¬ 
ing  information  relating  to  enforcemmt 
during  the  12-month  period  ending  on 
the  September  30  before  the  date  by 
which  certification  is  required: 

(1)  A  copy  of  any  State  law  or  reg¬ 
ulation  pertaining  to  vehicles  sizes  and 
weights  adopted  since  the  State’s  last 
certification; 

(2)  The  name  of  the  State  agency  en¬ 
forcing  State  size  and  weight  limits; 

(3)  The  number  of  fixed  scales  avail¬ 
able  to  the  State  to  weigh  vehicles  using 
the  Federal-aid  highway  system ; 

(4)  The  number  of  portable  scales  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  State  which  can  be  used 
along  the  Federal-aid  highway  systems; 

(5)  The  days  and  hours  of  operation 
of  all  such  scales; 

(6)  The  niunber  of  State  enforcement 
personnel  used  in  actual  measurement  of 
sizes  and  weights; 

(7)  TThe  number  of  citations,  assess¬ 
ments,  or  arrests  made  by  such  person¬ 
nel  for  size  or  weight  violations;  and 

(8)  TTie  number  of  State  oversize  and 
overweight  permits  issued,  classified  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  period  of  their  effective¬ 
ness. 

§  658.11  Federal  reimbursement  for 
sign  modi  filiations. 

(a)  AvailabUity  of  funds.  Federal-aid 
highway  funds  apportioned  to  a  State 
under  23  U.S.C.  104  are  available  to  pay 
100%  of  the  eligible  cost  of  modifying 
the  signing  on  Federal-aid  highway 
systems  to  carry  out  the  Intent  of  the 
Act.  For  highways  not  on  a  Federal-aid 
highway  system,  funds  are  available 
under  the  Federal-aid  safer  rosMls  dem¬ 
onstration  program  (23  U.S.C.  405)  and,, 
except  in  the  case  of  toll  roads,  under  the 
off-system  roads  program  (23  U.S.C. 
219). 

(b)  Eligible  costs.  With  regard  to  funds 
under  23  U.S.C.  104,  any  costs  Incurred 
by  a  State  after  November  1,  1973  for 
modifying  speed  limit  signs  are  eligible 
for  participation  even  though  the  proj¬ 
ect  was  not  programmed  before  the  work 
was  done.  For  an  off-system  project,  a 
program  is  eligible  on  November  1.  1973, 
or  on  the  effective  date  of  the  program, 
whichever  is  later,  EHiglble  costs  will  nor¬ 
mally  be  limited  to  the  costs  of  chang¬ 
ing  the  numerals  on  speed  limit  signs  to 
refiect  a  new  speed  limit. 

§  658.13  Procedure*  for  obtaining  reim¬ 
bursement  for  sign  modification 
cost*. 

To  simplify  and  expedite  pasrment  of 
the  cost  of  modifying  signs  to  carry  out 
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the  Act,  the  following  procedures  for  ob¬ 
taining  Federal-aid  highway  funds  are 
authorized: 

(a)  States  should  submit  a  single 
statewide  project  for  each  Federal-aid 
system  and  for  each  class  of  off -system 
funds.  The  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  found  that  It  Is  in  the  public 
interest  to  permit  sign  modification  work 
to  carry  out  the  Act  to  be  performed  by 
force  account. 

(b)  A  complete  PS&E  subniission  Is 
not  required.  Each  State  must  prepare 
and  submit  a  cost  estimate  to  permit  the 
development  of  a  project  agreement. 

(c)  The  Federal  Hl^way  Administra¬ 
tion  will  accept  simplified  cost  records. 
The  development  and  use  of  an  average 
cost-per-slgn  figure  will  be  acceptable 
for  cost  reimbm^ement  purposes. 

§  658.15  Effect  of  failure  to  certify. 

After  January  1,  1976,  a  State  that 
has  not  submitted  certifications  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  or  his  designee 
to  conform  with  $§  658.6,  658.7,  and  658.9 
shall  not  receive  approval  of  its  plans, 
specifications  and  estimates  and  shall 
not  receive  authorization  to  advertise 
for  bids  for  construction  after  the  date 
on  which  a  determination  of  noncon¬ 
formity  Is  made,  until  such  time  as  It 
has  submitted  such  conforming  certifica¬ 
tions.  For  piuposes  of  the  certifications 
due  by  January  1,  1976,  the  period  for 
which  data  are  required  under  §  658.9 
(b),  shall  begin  Jidy  1,  1975  and  end 
September  30,  1975. 

|FR  000.76-14823  Filed  &-S-76;8:45  am] 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  B — NATIONAL  FLOOD 
INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

[Docket  No.  PI-6961 

PART  1916— CONSULTATION  WITH 
LOCAI^  OFFICIALS 

Changes  Made  In  IMerminations  of  City 
of  Tuisa,  Okiahoma,  Base  Fiood  Elevations 

On  August  17.  1971,  at  36  FR  15531- 
15532,  the  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  published  a  list  of  communities 
with  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the 
map  numbers  and  locations  where  Flood 
Insiurance  Rate  Maps  were  available  for 
public  Inspection.  The  list  included  Flood 
Insurance  Rate  Maps  for  portions  of  the 
City  of  Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  consultation  with  the  Chief  Execu¬ 
tive  OflBcer  of  the  community,  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  it  Is  appropriate  to  modify 
the  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  of 
some  locations  In  the  City  of  Tulsa  Okla¬ 
homa.  These  modified  elevations  are 
currently  In  effect  and  amend  the  Flood 
Insurance  Rate  Map,  which  was  in  effect 
prior  to  this  determination.  A  revised 
rate  map  will  be  published  as  soon  as 
possible.  Hie  modifications  are  made  in 
accordance  with  section  206  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L. 
93-234)  and  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Act  of  1968,  as  amended  (Title  xm 


of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Dev^opment 
Act  of  1968  Pub.  L.  90-448)  42  U.S.C. 
4001-4128,  and  24  CFR  Part  1916. 

For  rating  purposes,  the  new  commu¬ 
nity  number  Is  405381B,  and  must  be 
used  for  all  new  policies  and  renewals. 

Under  the  above-mentioned  Acts  of 
1968  and  1973,  the  Administrator  must 
develop  criteria  for  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment.  In  order  for  the  community  to 
continue  participation  in  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program,  the  commu¬ 
nity  must  use  the  modified  elevations  to 
carry  out  the  flood  plain  management 
measures  of  the  Program.  These  modified 
elevations  will  also  be  used  to  calculate 
the  appropriate  flood  insurance  premium 
rates  for  new  buildings  and  their  con¬ 
tents  and  for  the  second  layer  of  insur¬ 
ance  on  existing  buildings  and  contents. 

However,  from  the  date  of  this  notice, 
any  person  has  90  days  in  which  he  can 
request  through  the  community  that  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  recon¬ 
sider  the  changes.  Any  request  for  re¬ 
consideration  must  be  based  on  knowl¬ 
edge  of  changed  conditions  or  new  sci¬ 
entific  or  technical  data.  All  Interested 
parties  are  on  notice  that  until  the  90- 
day  period  elapses,  the  Administrator’s 
new  determination  of  elevations  may 
Itself  be  changed. 

Any  persons  having  knowledge  or  wish¬ 
ing  to  comment  on  these  changes  should 
immediately  notify: 

Mayor  Robert  J.  LaFortune,  City  of  Tulsa, 

City  HaU,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma  74103. 

Also,  at  this  location  Is  the  map  show¬ 
ing  the  new  base  flood  elevations.  This 
map  Is  a  copy  of  the  one  that  will  be 
printed.  The  numerous  changes  made  In 
the  base  flood  elevations  on  the  City  (ff 
Tulsa,  Oklahoma,  Flood  Insurance  Rate 
Map  make  It  administratively  Infeasible 
to  publish  In  this  notice  all  of  the  base 
flood  elevation  changes  contained  on  the 
City  of  Tulsa  map. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  38,  1969  (  33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  (42 
UJ3.C.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24, 1974) 

Issued:  May  29, 1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.76-14980  Filed  8-8-76;8;46  am] 


Title  26 — Internal  Revenue 

CHAPTER  I— INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERV¬ 
ICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

SUBCHAPTER  A — INCOME  TAX 
[TXI.  7368] 

PART  11— TEMPORARY  INCOME  TAX  REG¬ 
ULATIONS  UNDER  THE  EMPLOYEE  RE¬ 
TIREMENT  INCOME  SECURITY  ACT  OF 
1974 

Notification  of  Interested  Parties  Regard¬ 
ing  (Salification  of  Certain  Retirement 
Plans;  Correction 

On  June  4,  1975,  T.D.  7358  was  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
24002). 


The  following  sentence  should  be  added 
at  the  end  of  paragraph  (b)  (1)  of 
i  11.7476-1: 

“In  addition,  if  the  plan  amendment 
affects  the  contributions  fmr,  or  benefits 
to  any  former  employee,  all  former  em¬ 
ployees  who  have  a  nonforfeitable  right 
to  an  accrued  benefit  under  the  plan  shall 
be  Interested  parties.” 

James  F.  Dring, 

Director, 

Legislation  and  Regulations  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-16003  Filed  8-6-76:8:46  am] 


Title  29— Labor 

CHAPTER  XVII— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  1910— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  STANDARDS 

Ventilation  for  Dry  Grinding,  Dry  Polishing 
and  Buffing  Operations 

On  March  15,  1974,  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Fedbial  Register  (39  FR 
9985)  proposing  to  amend  §  1910.94(b) 
(2)  (i)  of  Title  29,  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations,  by  providing  an  exemption  from 
the  current  ventilation  requirements  for 
dry  grinding,  dry  polishing  and  bufiOng 
operations.  Section  1910.94(b)  (2)  (1)  was 
derived  from  the  American  National 
Standards  Institute  standard  ANSI 
Z43.1-1966,  entitled  “American  National 
Standard  for  ventilation  control  of 
grinding,  polishing  and  buffing  opera¬ 
tions,”  hereinafter  referred  to  as  “ANSI 
standard,”  and  was  adopted  pursuant  to 
sections  6(a)  and  8(g)  of  the  Willlams- 
Stelger  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  1593, 1600;  29  U.S.C. 
655,  657) ,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  "the 
Act.” 

The  current  9  1910.94(b)  (2)  (1)  re¬ 
quires  that  every  establishment  perform¬ 
ing  dry  grinding,  dry  polishing  and  buff¬ 
ing  operations  provide  suitable  hoods  or 
enclosures  connected  to  an  exhaust  sys¬ 
tem.  Section  4  of  the  ANSI  standard  also 
provides: 

Equipment,  operations,  and  processes  may 
be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  this  stand¬ 
ard  when  the  concentration  of  any  contami¬ 
nant  generated  by  the  grinding,  polishing,  or 
biiffing  of  metals  does  not  exceed  the  thresh¬ 
old  limit  values  established  by  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Conference  of  Oovemmental  Industrial 
Hygienists. 

However,  due  to  an  oversight,  this  ex¬ 
emption  was  omitted  from  9  1910.94(b) 
(2).  In  order  to  Incorporate  this  exemp¬ 
tion,  as  was  initially  intended,  it  was 
proposed  to  exempt  from  the  ventilation 
requirements  of  9  1910.94(b)  (2)  (1),  op¬ 
erations  where  the  concentrations  of  air¬ 
borne  contaminants  generated  by  dry 
grinding,  dry  polishing  or  buffing  opera¬ 
tions  were  below  the  applicable  permis¬ 
sible  exposure  limits  set  forth  in  9 1910.- 
1000  (formerly  9  1910.93),  and  other  rele¬ 
vant  sections  of  Part  1910. 

The  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
Invited  interested  persons  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views  and  arguments  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  proposal,  and.  in  addition,  in¬ 
formed  such  persons  of  their  right  to  re- 
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quest  a  hearing.  Seventeen  written  sub¬ 
missions  were  received.  There  were  no 
requests  for  a  hearing. 

Most  of  the  commenters  supported  the 
proposal,  indicating  that  the  ventilation 
requirements  are  neither  necessary  nor 
appropriate  for  the  protection  of  em¬ 
ployees  when  the  concentration  of  air¬ 
borne  contaminants  does  not  exceed  the 
permissible  exposure  limits  set  forth  in 
Part  1910.  In  addition,  they  asserted  that 
to  enforce  the  present  requirement  with¬ 
out  regard  to  the  degree  of  employee  ex¬ 
posure  places  an  undue  burden  on  the 
employer  and  is  contrary  to  tiie  spirit  of 
the  Act. 

Those  who  oppose  the  proposal  sug¬ 
gested  that  most  grinding  and  buffing 
operations  generate  air  contaminants  in 
excess  of  the  applicable  permissible  ex¬ 
posure  limits,  and  therefore  the  universal 
requirement  for  ventilation  should  be  re¬ 
tained  rather  than  requiring  a  prior  de¬ 
termination  that  an  applicable  permissi¬ 
ble  exposure  limit  has  been  exceeded. 
However,  while  production  grinding  and 
buffing  operations  often  exceed  the  ap¬ 
plicable  exposure  limits,  many  occa¬ 
sional  operations  such  as  tool  sharpening 
smd  automotive  and  maintenance  weld 
grinding  often  do  not. 

It  was  also  suggested  that  an  exhaust 
system  should  be  required  even  where 
the  concentration  of  airborne  contami¬ 
nants  is  below  the  permissible  exposure 
limits  set  forth  in  Part  1910.  We  disagree. 
In  this  regard,  it  should  be  noted  that, 
in  accordance  with  appropriate  statutory 
and  regulatory  procedures,  these  permis¬ 
sible  exposure  limits  have  been  found  to 
be  reasonably  necessary  or  tqipropriate 
to  provide  healthful  employment  and 
places  of  employment.  In  this  context, 
we  believe  it  is  inappropriate  to  require 
employers  whose  employees  are  not  ex¬ 
posed  in  excess  of  the  permissible  ex¬ 
posure  limit  to  utilize  an  exhaust  system 
to  further  reduce  employee  exposures. 

It  was  also  argued  that  by  utilizing  a 
performance  type  standard  rather  than 
the  current  design  standard,  enforce¬ 
ment  would  be  more  difficult.  This  may 
be  true,  but  it  does  not  justify  placing  a 
burden  upon  employers  which  is  imre- 
lated  to  safety  and  health  and  therefore 
unnecessary. 

In  view  of  the  above  considerations, 
and  based  upon  the  entire  record  in'this 
proceeding,  we  believe  it  is  necessary  and 
appropriate  to  adopt  the  proposal  and 
amend  the  current  regulation  by  requir¬ 
ing  exhaust  ventilation  for  dry  grinding, 
polishing  and  buffing  operations  only 
when  the  concentration  of  air  contami¬ 
nants  generated  by  the  operation  exceeds 
the  applicable  levels  set  forth  in  §  1910.- 
1000  or  other  sections  of  Part  1910.  In 
this  manner,  employees  will  be  protected 
from  hazardous  exposures  to  toxic  ma¬ 
terials  without  tmnecessarlly  burdening 
employers. 

It  must  be  noted  that  §  1910.94(b)  (2), 
as  amended,  must  be  read  together  with 
the  requirements  in  S  1910.1000(e)  and 
other  sections  in  Part  1910  which  estab¬ 
lish  priorities  and  procedures  for  com- 
pl3ring  with  the  exposure  limits  set  In 
S  1910.1000  et  seq.  This  standard  is  not 


intended  to  alter  the  obligations  con¬ 
tained  in  those  sections.  Thus,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  where  other  engineering  controls 
maintain  employee  exposures  at  or  be¬ 
low  the  applicable  permissible  exposure 
limit,  exhaust  ventilation  is  not  required. 
Nor  would  exhaust  ventilation  neces¬ 
sarily  be  required  where  the  particular 
standard  permits  the  use  of  administra¬ 
tive  controls  rather  than  engineering 
controls. 

The  proposal  would  have  required  a 
suitable  hood  or  enclosure  connected  to 
an  exhaust  system  when  employee  ex¬ 
posure  is  in  excess  of  the  permissible  ex¬ 
posure  limit.  It  appears,  however,  that 
this  provision  needs  clarification  in  two 
respects.  First,  it  is  recognized  that  there 
are  other  methods  of  local  exhaust  ven¬ 
tilation  which  are  equally  as  effective  as 
hoods  or  enclosures  and  which  in  some 
instances  are  more  practicable  for  the 
effective  removal  of  air  contaminants. 
For  example,  a  hood  or  enclosure  may 
Impede  the  grinding  of  large  objects.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  use  of  a  downdraft 
could  effectively  maintain  employee  ex¬ 
posure  within  the  permissible  limits 
without  interfering  with  the  work  being 
performed.  Accordingly,  the  final  rule 
has  been  modified  to  sillow  the  use  of 
any  effective  method  of  local  exhaust 
ventilation. 

The  second  portion  of  the  proposed 
rule  in  need  of  clarification  is  the  modi¬ 
fying  term  “suitable."  In  the  context  that 
the  term  was  used.  It  was  intended  to  re¬ 
quire  employers  to  reduce  employee  ex¬ 
posure  to  or  below  the  permissible  expo¬ 
sure  limit.  This  would  consistent  with 
the  requirements  of  §  1910.1000  et  seq. 
To  incorporate  this  intent  specifically, 
the  final  rule  requires  local  exhaust  ven¬ 
tilation,  w'hen  used,  to  maintain  em¬ 
ployee  exposure,  without  regard  to  the 
use  of  respirators,  at  or  below  the  levels 
prescribed  in  §  1910.1000,  or  the  levels 
prescribed  elsewhere  in  Part  1910.  Fi¬ 
nally,  since  the  new  requirement  set  forth 
in  §  1910.94(b)  (2)  effectively  encom¬ 
passes  or  supersedes  the  requirements 
contained  in  S  1910.94(b)  (2)  (ii) ,  the  lat¬ 
ter  paragraph  has  been  revoked  consist¬ 
ent  with  this  amendment. 

Since  the  sunendments  set  forth  below 
relieve  a  restriction,  there  is  no  need  for 
a  delay  in  the  effective  date.  The  amend¬ 
ments  therefore  shall  become  effective  on 
June  9,  1975. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  section  6(b) 
of  the  Act  (84  Stat.  1593,  29  U.S.C.  655) , 
Secretary  of  Labor’s  Order  No.  12-71 
(36  FR  8754),  and  29  CFR  Part  1911, 
Part  1910  of  -ntle  29.  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Is  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

Section  1910.94  Is  amended  by  revok¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (b)(2)(l)  and  (b)(2)(il) 
and  by  revising  paragrai^  (b)(2)  as 
f<^ows: 

§  1910.91'  Ventilation. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Grinding,  polishing,  and  huffing 
operations  •  •  • 

(2)  Application.  Wherever  dry  grind¬ 
ing.  dry  polishing  or  buffing  Is  performed, 
and  employee  exposure,  without  regard 


to  the  use  of  respirators,  exceeds  the 
permissible  exposure  limits  prescribed  in 
§  1910.1000  or  other  sections  of  this  part, 
a  local  exhaust  ventilation  system  shall 
be  provided  and  used  to  maintain  em¬ 
ployee  exposures  within  the  prescribed 
limits. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(Sec.  6,  Pub.  L.  91-596,  84  Stat.  1593  (29 
U.S.C.  655):  Secretary  of  Labor's  Order  No. 
12-71  (36  .FB  8764);  29  CFB  Part  1911) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3d 
day  of  June  1975. 

John  Stenser, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 
[FB  Doc.75-14992  Filed  6-6-76;8:45  amj 


PART  1952— APPROVED  STATE  PLANS 

FOR  ENFORCEMENT  OF  STATE  STAND¬ 
ARDS 

Oregon  State  Plan:  Completion  of 
Developmental  Step 

1.  Background.  Part  1953  of  Title  29, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  prescribes 
procedures  under  section  18  of  the  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970 
(29  U.S.C.  667)  (hereinafter  called  the 
Act)  for  the  review  of  changes  and  prog¬ 
ress  in  the  development  and  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  State  plans  which  have 
been  approved  under  section  18(c)  of  the 
Act  and  Part  1902  of  this  chapter.  On 
September  17,  1974,  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
33423)  of  receipt  of  a  developmental 
change  supplement  to  the  Oregon  State 
plan. 

This  supplement,  submitted  pursuant 
to  29  C!FR  1953.11,  contained  the  enabling 
legislation  for  the  Oregon  State  plan 
which  was  approved  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Lid>or  for  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  on  December  28,  1972 
(37  FR  28628).  The  Legislation.  Senate 
Bill  44,  the  Oregon  Safe  Employment 
Act,  amending  Oregon  Revised  Statutes 
654  and  446  and  other  miscellaneous  pro¬ 
visions,  was  slsmed  by  the  Governor  on 
July  22,  1973,  and  carried  an  effective 
date  of  July  1.  1973. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  thirty 
(30)  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
to  submit  written  comments  concerning 
this  supplement.  Interested  persons  were 
also  afforded  an  opportunity  to  request 
an  informal  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
supplement. 

2.  Issues.  As  set  out  in  the  Septem¬ 
ber  17.  1974,  notice.  Oregon’s  legislation 
as  enacted  contained  the  following  varia¬ 
tions  from  the  legislation  upon  which  the 
decision  of  plan  approval  in  Subpart  D  of 
Part  1952  of  this  chapter  was  based. 

As  approved,  the  legislation  provided 
for  notification  to  employees  of  action 
taken  on  their  requests  for  inspection.  In 
enacting  this  le^lation  this  provision 
was  revised,  ORS  654.062(3).  to  require 
an  additional  written  request  from  an 
employee  in  order  to  obtain  a  statement 
of  the  reasons  why  no  citation  was  issued. 
A  statement  that  such  a  written  request 
is  necessary  is  included  on  the  State’s 
complaint  form. 

The  legislation  as  enacted  also  varies 
from  that  as  approved  In  the  plan  ap- 
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proval  decision  and  from  section  10(b) 
of  the  Federal  Act  with  regard  to  its  pro¬ 
visions  on  abatement.  Section  10(b)  of 
the  Act  provides  that  the  abatement  pe¬ 
riod  will  not  begin  to  run  pending  entry 
of  a  final  order  on  it  by  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Review  Commission. 
As  enacted,  Oregon’s  legislation  qualifies 
this  stay  of  running  of  the  abatement 
period,  pending  review  of  abatement 
dates  as  follows:  (1)  The  abatement  date 
for  nonserious  violation  Is  stayed  by  op¬ 
eration  of  law  pending  a  final  order  of 
the  Board  when  an  employer  contests, 
“in  good  faith  and  not  solely  for  delay 
or  avoidance  of  penalties,  the  period  of 
time  fixed  for  correction  of  the  nonse¬ 
rious  violation”;  (11)  The  abatement  date 
for  serious  violation  Is  not  stayed  by  op¬ 
eration  of  law.  However,  where  an  em¬ 
ployer  or  employee  contests  the  abate¬ 
ment  date  for  a  serious  violation  “any 
hearing  on  that  issue  shall  be  conducted 
as  soon  as  possible  and  shall  take  prec¬ 
edence  over  other  hearings  •  •  (ill) 
There  are  no  specific  provisions  for  stay¬ 
ing  the  abatement  date  on  other  types  of 
violations,  e.g.  willful,  repeated  or  failure 
to  abate  such  as  that  provided  for  in 
section  10(b)  of  the  Federal  Act;  (Iv) 
There  Is  no  provision  for  a  stay  of  the 
abatement  date  or  for  an  expedited  hear¬ 
ing  as  to  any  type  of  violation  when  the 
citation  itself  and/or  the  penalty,  but 
not  the  abatement  date,  is  at  Issue  In 
the  case. 

3.  Decision.  The  provision  in  ORS 
654.062(3)  requiring  employees’  written 
requests  for  decisions  on  disposition  of 
their  complaints  places  an  added  bur¬ 
den  on  employees  to  follow  up  on  their 
complaints,  rather  than  on  the  Board  to 
provide  such  notification  of  decisions  not 
to  take  compliance  actions.  (See  S  1902.4 
(c)  (2)  (ill)  of  Part  1902  of  this  chapter) . 
Notice  to  the  employee  on  the  complaint 
form  does  not  appear  to  remove  this 
added  burden.  However,  It  appears  that 
such  burden  c(Hild  be  remov^  adminis¬ 
tratively.  Since  the  administration  of 
the  provision  Is  determinative  of  Its  ef¬ 
fectiveness,  this  will  be  subject  to  eval¬ 
uation  in  light  of  the  above 
recommendation. 

In  many  respects,  the  Oregon  legisla¬ 
tive  scheme  for  stay  of  abatement  under 
section  18  of  the  Oregon  legislation  is 
more  effective  than  that  of  the  Act.  In 
order  to  clarify  its  administration,  M. 
Keith  Wilson,  Chairman,  Oregon  Work¬ 
men’s  Compensation  Board  gave  the 
following  Interpretation  of  Board  policy 
In  application  of  the  provisions  in  a 
letter  dated  December  2,  1974,  incorpo¬ 
rated  SIS  part  of  the  plstn  and  Its  supple¬ 
ment.  As  in  the  Federal  scheme,  there  is 
no  stay  of  abatement  date  for  any  type 
of  violation,  where  the  employer  con¬ 
tests  only  the  proposed  penalty.  Where 
the  employer  contests  the  citation  of  a 
violation  specifically,  rather  thsm  the 
abatement  period,  the  contest  Is  consid¬ 
ered  as  one  which  excludes  a  contest  of 
the  abatement  date  which  is  not  stayed. 
Where  an  employer’s  contest  is  not  a 
specific  request  to  contest  one  of  the 
three  Items  contestable  by  statute,  the 
Board  treats  It  as  contesting  all  three 


items.  Including  the  abatement  date.  If 
there  is  a  problem  of  abatement,  par¬ 
ticularly  In  a  serious  case,  the  Board 
has  the  opportunity  of  filing  a  motion  to 
make  definite  and  certain  the  specific 
areas  the  employer  wishes  to  contest. 
Where  the  employer  Is  contesting  the 
abatement  period,  and  It  is  a  serious 
citation,  the  Board  will  request  an  ex¬ 
pedited  hearing.  Such  an  expedited  hear¬ 
ing  can  also  be  requested  for  a  nonseri¬ 
ous  violation  if  the  Board  deems  It 
warranted,  but  there  Is  no  statutory 
provision  that  an  expedited  hearing  be 
held  for  a  nonserious  violation.  This 
procedure  appears  to  be  in  line  with  Fed¬ 
eral  practice  where  areas  of  contest 
may  be  clarified  and/or  narrowed  but 
not  altered,  In  the  complaint  and  answer 
stage  after  the  contest  period.  All  vio¬ 
lations  are  categorized  as  serious  or  non- 
serloiis  even  when  they  are  also  willful 
or  repeated.  Application  of  these  inter¬ 
pretations  will  be  brought  out  In 
evaluation. 

After  consideration  of  the  plan  sup¬ 
plement,  it  is  hereby  approved  for  the 
reasons  set  forth  above,  as  completion 
of  a  developmental  step  under  29  CFR 
Part  1953. 

Inasmuch  as  the  State  has  been  op¬ 
erating  under  this  legislation  since  July, 
1973,  good  cause  exists  for  not  delaying 
the  effective  date  of  approval  of  this 
developmental  step.  Accordingly,  Sub¬ 
part  D  of  29  (TFR  Part  1952  is  hereby 
amended,  effective  as  set  forth  below. 

1.  A  new  8  1952.109  Is  added  to  Sub¬ 
part  D  of  Part  1952  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1952.109  Completed  developmental 
step. 

(a)  (1)  In  accordance  with  f  1952.- 
108(a),  the  Oregon  Safe  Employment 
Act,  Senate  BiU  44,  amending  Oregon 
Revised  Statutes  654  and  446  and  other 
miscellaneous  provisions,  was  signed  by 
the  Governor  on  July  22,  1973,  and  car¬ 
ried  an  effective  date  of  July  1, 1973. 

(2)  The  following  differences  between 
the  program  described  in  8  1952.105(b) 
(1)  and  the  program  authorized  by  the 
State  law  are  approved: 

(I)  By  promulgation  of  the  appropri¬ 
ate  regulatory  provision.  Rule  46-331, 
and  by  Including  a  mandatory  consulta¬ 
tion  requirement  in  its  Field  Compliance 
Manual,  Oregon  provides  for  employee 
participation,  when  there  Is  no  em¬ 
ployee  representative,  by  requiring  the 
inspector  to  consult  with  employees. 

(II)  In  accordance  with  ORS,  654.- 
062(3),  an  additional  written  request 
from  an  employee  is  required  In  order  to 
obtain  a  statement  of  the  reasons  why 
no  citation  was  issued  as  a  result  of  an 
employee  complaint  of  unsafe  work  con¬ 
ditions,  which  will  be  subject  to  evalua¬ 
tion  in  Its  administration. 

(ill)  Section  18  of  Oregon’s  legislation 
authorizes  a  stay  of  the  abatement  date 
by  operation  of  law  pending  a  final  order 
of  the  Board  for  nonserious  violations 
and  for  serious  violations  when  the 
abatement  date  of  the  serious  violation 
is  specifically  contested.  An  expedited 
hearing  will  be  requested  for  serious  vio¬ 
lations  when  the  abatement  date  Is  con¬ 
tested. 


(Secs.  8(g) ,  18,  Pub.  L.  91-696,  84  Stat.  1600, 
1608,  (29  UB.C.  667(g),  667) ) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3d 
day  of  June  1975. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 
|PR  Doc.76-14993  PUed  6-6-76:8:46  amj 


PART  1952— APPROVED  STATE  PLANS 

FOR  ENFORCEMENT  OF  STATE  STAND¬ 
ARDS 

Withdrawal  of  the  Illinois  Plan 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  State 
of  Illinois  has  withdrawn  its  approved 
State  plan,  effective  June  30,  1975.  Con¬ 
sequently,  Subpart  V  of  Part  1952  of  Title 
29,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is  re¬ 
voked,  as  of  that  date. 

The  State,  in  a  letter  from  Kenneth 
W.  Holland,  Director,  Department  of 
Labor,  and  Melvin  L.  Rosenbloom,  Chair¬ 
man,  Industrial  Commission,  dat^  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1975,  has  given  notice  of  Its 
intention  to  withdraw  Its  approved  plan 
effective  June  30,  1975.  In  addition.  In  a 
letter  dated  March  21, 1975,  from  Gover¬ 
nor  Dan  Walker,  the  State  declared  that 
subsequent  to  April  11,  1975,  no  State  In¬ 
spections  In  the  private  sector  will  be 
initiated.  After  this  date.  State  enforce¬ 
ment  in  the  private  sector  will  be  limited 
to  activities  pursuant  to  inspections  con¬ 
ducted  prior  to  April  11,  1975,  including 
the  issuance  of  citations  and  the  con¬ 
ducting  of  hearings.  Compliance  activi¬ 
ties  in  the  public  sector  will  be  continued. 

In  accordance  with  29  CFR  1951.25(d) , 
the  State  will  also  terminate  its  grant  ap¬ 
proved  under  section  23(g)  of  the  Occu¬ 
pational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970 
(29  U.S.C.  672)  (hereinafter  called  the 
Act)  effective  June  30,  1975. 

In  accordance  with  section  18(f)  of 
the  Act,  the  State  may  retain  jurisdic¬ 
tion  in  any  case  commenced  before 
June  30,  1975,  the  effective  date  of  the 
withdrawal. 

'This  decision  does  not  preclude  the 
submission  of  another  occupationsd 
safety  and  health  plan  by  Illinois  under 
section  18  of  the  Act  at  some  future 
time. 

(Sec.  18,  Pub.  L.  91-696,  84  Stat.  1608,  (29 
U.S.C.  667) ) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  3d 
day  of  Jime  1975. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

{FB  Doc.76-14994  PUed  6-6-76:8:46  am] 


THie  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER  C--AIR  PROGRAMS 
[FRL  883-6] 

PART  52— APPRO’JAL  AND  PROMUL¬ 
GATION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

California:  Approval  of  Compliance 
Schedules;  Corrections 

In  FR  Doc.  75-2266,  appearing  at 
pages  4267-68  in  the  January  29,  1976, 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  corrections  should  be  made  In  the 
table  of  State  compliance  schedules: 
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1.  For  Interpace  Oorp.,  Heavy  Clay 
and  Minerals  Division  (Order  Noe.  15. 16 
and  17) ,  the  date  of  adoption  should  be 
November  28,  1973,  rather  than  Novem¬ 
ber  28. 1974. 

2.  For  Flintkote  Ck>rp..  C?alaveras  Ce¬ 
ment  Division  (Order  No.  1).  the  date 
of  adoption  should  be  October  26.  1973, 
rather  than  November  28. 1974. 

3.  For  Holtville  Alfalfa  Mills  (Order 
No.  2) ,  the  final  compliance  date  should 
be  January  31.  1975,  rather  than  Jan¬ 
uary  1, 1975. 

4.  For  Campbell  Soup  Ccmipany,  the 
final  ccxnpliance  date  should  be  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1974,  rather  than  December  31, 
1975. 

5.  For  Signal  Terminals,  Inc.  (Order 
No.  74-7),  the  final  complisuice  date 
should  be  December  31,  1974,  rather 
than  May  1. 1975. 

6.  For  Southern  Pacific  Pipe  Lines, 
Inc.  (Order  No.  74-8),  the  final  compli¬ 
ance  date  should  be  I^ember  31,  1974, 
rather  than  May  1, 1975. 

7.  For  TTme  Oil  C<mipany  (Order  No. 
74-11),  the  final  compliance  date  should 
be  December  31, 1974,  rather  than  May  1, 
1975. 

(42  U.S.C.  1867C-5) 

Dated:  June  3, 1975. 

Richard  H.  Johnson, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Enforcement. 
(FR  Doc.78-14997  Filed  «-«-75;8:45  am] 

SUBCHAPTER  E— PESTiaOE  PROGRAMS 
[FRL  384-6;  PPSFieoe/B36] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMOOITICS 

Propargite 

On  May  8,  1975,  notice  was  given  (40 
FR  20129)  that  Uniroyal  (Chemical  Co., 
Division  of  Uniroyal  Inc.,  Amity  Road, 
Bethany  CT  06526,  had  filed  a  pesticide 
petition  (PP  5P1609)  with  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA).  This 
petition  proposed  to  amend  40  CFTl  180.- 
259  to  establish  a  tolerance  for  residues 
of  the  insecticide  propargite  (2-(p-tcrf- 
butylphenoxy)  cyclohexyl  2-propynyl 
sulfite)  at  10  parts  per  million  in  or  on 
the  raw  agricultural  commodity  cran¬ 
berries  (Massachusetts  only). 

The  data  submited  in  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been 
evaluated.  The  insecticide  is  (xmsldered 
useful  for  the  purpose  for  which  the 
tolerance  is  sought  There  is  no  reason¬ 
able  expectation  of  residues  in  eggs, 
meat,  milk,  or  poultry,  and  i  180.6(a)  (3) 
applies.  The  tolerance  cannot  be  re¬ 
stricted  to  Massachusetts;  however,  the 
use  of  propargite  will  be  restricted  to 
Massachusetts  by  registered  labeling. 
Hie  tolerance  established  by  amending 
this  regulation  will  protect  the  public 
health. 

Any  person  adversdy  affected  by  this 
regulation  may  on  or  belon  July  9. 1975. 
file  written  objections  with  the  Hemlng 


(Tlerk,  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
401  M  Street,  SW,  East  Tower,  Room 
1019,  Washington,  DC  20460.  Such  ob¬ 
jections  should  be  submitted  in  quin- 
tuplicate  and  specify  the  provisions  of 
the  regulation  deemed  objectionable  and 
the  groimds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 
by  grounds  legally  /sufficient  to  justify 
the  relief  sought. 

Effective  on  June  9,  1975,  Part  180, 
Subpart  C,  is  amended  by  revising 
§  180.259. 

(See.  408(d)  (2>,  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  346a(d)(2))) 

Dated:  June  3, 1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

Section  180.259  is  amended  by  revising 
the  paragraph  “10  parts  per  mil¬ 
lion  •  •  *"  to  Include  a  tolerance  for 
cranberries. 

§  180.259  Propargite ;  tolerances  for  res¬ 
idues. 

•  '•••• 

10  parts  per  million  in  or  on  cran¬ 
berries  and  grapes. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(FR  Doc.76-14999  FUed  6-6-75;8:46  am] 

Title  47 — ^Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

(FCC  75-580] 

PART  15 — RADIO  FREQUENCY  DEVICES 

Identification  Required  for  Devices  That  Are 
Marked 

Order.  In  the  matter  of  revision  of 
Part  15  to  conform  It  to  Subpart  J  of 
Part  2  and  to  recx'ganize  the  rules 
therein. 

1.  On  March  7,  1975,  the  Commission 
released  an  Order  to  revise  Part  15  of 
its  rules  *  to  conform  the  equipment  au¬ 
thorization  procedures  therein  to  the  re¬ 
vise  procedures  that  had  been  adopted  in 
its  rulemaking  proceeding  in  Docket  No. 
19356.*  The  revision  of  Part  15  was  the 
latest  of  a  series  of  actions  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  program  for  controlling  and 
minimizing  harmful  interference  from 
devices  which  in  their  operation  are 
capable  of  emitting  radio  frequency 
energy  In  sufficient  degree  to  cause  harm¬ 
ful  interference  to  radio  communica¬ 
tions. 

2.  The  Communications  Divlsl(m  of 
the  Electronics  Industries  Associatiim 


>  Order  In  the  matter  of  revision  of  Part 
15  to  conform  It  to  Subpart  J  of  Part  3  and 
to  reorganlne  the  rules  therein  (40  FR  10673) . 

*  Docket  No.  19356.  In  the  matter  of 
amendment  of  Parts  0  and  2  of  the  rules  re¬ 
lating  to  equipment  authorization  of  RF  de- 
vlcea.  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  adopted 
November  24,  1971  (36  FR  23313).  Report  ft 
Order  adopted  Fetaruary  6, 1974  (M  FR  6912) . 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  adopted 
July  83,  1074  (38  FB  87799). 


(EIA)  has  filed  a  petition  asking  the 
Commission  to  reconsider  two  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  It  had  adopted  in  the  afore- 
mentlmied  revision  of  Part  15.  EIA  re¬ 
quested  that  the  Commission  defer  the 
date  when  certification  of  low  power 
communication  devices  was  required 
from  Jime  1,  1975  to  April  1,  1976.*  Sec¬ 
ondly,  EIA  requested  that  the  new  label 
standard  imposed  by  §  15.132  and  re¬ 
quired  for  devices  manufactured  after 
April  1,  1975  be  deferred  until  April  1, 
1976  and  that  until  April  1, 1976,  alterna¬ 
tive  methods  of  labeling  be  accepted  pro¬ 
vided  the  required  imme,  model  number 
and  date  of  manufacture  are  clearly 
identifiable. 

3.  In  requesting  that  certification  by 
the  Commission  be  deferred  to  April  1, 
1976,  EIA  argues  that  unless  the  require¬ 
ment  for  certification  is  deferred  as  re¬ 
quested,  immediate  and  irreparable  harm 
will  be  caused  to  a  number  of  manufac¬ 
turers.  EIA  points  out  that  the  period  be¬ 
tween  the  release  of  the  revised  rules  on 
March  7,  1975  and  the  date  when  certifi¬ 
cation  is  required  on  June  1,  1975  is  ex¬ 
tremely  short.  Many  manufacturers  of 
low  power  communication  devices  will  be 
unable  to  prepare  and  file  the  required 
information  and  receive  Commission  cer¬ 
tification.  Thus  they  may  be  forced  to 
shut  down  production  lines  with  a  result¬ 
ing  loss  of  jobs  and  income. 

4.  Manufacturers  and  vendors  of  low 
power  communication  devices  have  been 
on  notice  since  Docket  No.  19356  was  in¬ 
stituted  in  November  1971  that  Commis¬ 
sion  certification  of  these  devices  would 
be  required.  This  requirement  was  re¬ 
iterate  in  the  Report  and  Order  in  this 
proceeding  which  specifically  ordered 
that  certification  of  low  power  communi¬ 
cation  devices  by  the  Commission  would 
go  into  effect  on  September  1,  1974.*  This 
requirement  was  delayed  piendlng  the  re¬ 
vision  of  Part  15.  Thus,  when  the  revision 
of  Part  15  was  released,  on  March  7, 1975 
manufacturers  and  vendors  had  already 
been  on  notice  for  at  least  one  year  *  that 
mandatory  certification  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  would  be  required.  However,  it  is  not 
the  intention  of  the  Commission  to  cause 
economic  hardship  and  a  limited  delay 
of  the  effective  date  would  be  reasonable. 

5.  In  view  of  the  lengthy  period  of  ad¬ 
vance  notice  to  Industry,  and  the  need  to 
implement  our  program  to  control  Inter¬ 
ference  as  soon  as  possible  and  in  order 
not  to  cause  economic  hardship  in  the 
current  depressed  economic  situation,  the 
Commission  is  deferring  the  certification 

*The  Order  adopted  March  7,  1975  had  a 
requirement  that  low  power  devices  manu¬ 
factured  after  April  1,  1975  be  certificated 
by  the  Oommission.  The  date  was  subse¬ 
quently  changed  to  July  1,  1975  in  an  Order 
of  the  same  title,  adopted  March  18,  1975 
(40  FR  14054) . 

*  Docket  No.  19366.  Report  ft  Order  at  para¬ 
graph  61.  The  date  September  1,  1974  was 
subsequently  deferred  for  a  period  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  six  months  (l.e.  to  April  1,  1975)  by  an 
order  In  this  proceeding  adopted  August  28, 
1974  ( _ FR - ). 

■The  mentioned  Report  and  Order  was 
adopted  on  Febniary  6.  1974  and  released  on 
February  18,  1974.  Bee  footnote  2  supra. 
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requirement  for  four  months,  imtil  Octo¬ 
ber  1.  1975  Instead  of  unUl  AprU  1.  1976 
as  requested  by  EIA.  Manufacturers  of 
low  power  communication  devices  are 
urged  to  apply  for  certillcatlon  of  their 
devices  at  the  earliest  opportunity  and 
not  to  wait  for  the  last  moment.  Early 
application  will  ease  the  Commission’s 
work  load  and  assist  In  the  timely  issu¬ 
ance  of  the  required  Grant  of  Certlflc|i- 
tion  to  permit  uninterrupted  marketing 
of  these  devices  after  October  1,  1975. 

6.  As  to  the  new  standard  label  re¬ 
quired  by  S  15.132,  EIA  calls  attention  to 
its  filing  on  the  same  subject  in  Docket 
No.  19356  which  described  In  some  detail 
manufacturer  problems  in  designing, 
ordering  and  placing  into  use  a  new 
label.  According  to  EIA,  the  same  prob¬ 
lem  exists  for  low  power  communication 
devices  under  the  present  text  of  9  15.132. 
Pointing  out  that  the  Commission  had 
recognized  this  problem  In  Docket  No. 
19356,  and  had  deferred  the  effective  date 
for  the  new  labeling  requirement  to 
allow  time  for  redesign  and  printing,  EIA 
asks  for  a  similar  action  in  the  Instant 
case.  The  Commission,  for  the  same  rea¬ 
sons  In  Docket  19356,  is  amending  9  15.132 
to  require  the  use  of  the  new  label  after 
April  1,  1976.  Until  that  date  other  forms 
of  labelling  will  be  accepted  provided  the 
required  information  can  be  clearly  Iden¬ 
tified. 

7.  Authority  for  this  revision  Is  con¬ 
tained  In  section  4(1),  302,  and  303(r)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934.  as 
amended.  Since  the  Instant  revision  re¬ 
organizes  Part  15  editorially  or  conforms 
the  regiilatlons  therein  to  those  adopted 
in  Docket  No.  19356  under  established 
rulemaking  and  effective  date  provisions, 
advance  notice  under  5  U.S.C.  553(b)  is 
not  required. 

8.  In  view  of  the  above:  It  is  ordered. 
That,  effective  June  3,  1975,  Part  15  Is 
revised  as  follows. 

§§  15.131,  15.135,  15.136,  15.143, 

15.163,  15.193  and  15.347 

[Amended] 

(a)  In  99  15.131.  15.135,  15.136,  15.143, 
15.163,  15.193,  15.347  the  date  June  1, 
1975  is  deleted  and  the  date  October  1, 
1975  Is  Inserted  in  lieu  thereof. 

(b)  Paragraph  (d)  of  9 15.132  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows; 

§  15.132  Identification  required  for  de> 
▼ices  that  are  marketed. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  For  applications  filed  prior  to  April 
1,  1976,  the  Commission  will  accept  al¬ 
ternative  methods  of  identification: 
Provided,  The  name  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  the  number 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  and  the  date  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section  are  clearly 
identifiable,  separate  and  distinct  from 
any  other  name  or  number  or  designator 
on  the  equipment. 

9.  Accordingly  it  is  further  ordered. 
That  the  petition  submitted  by  the  Com¬ 
munications  Division  of  EIA  for  recon¬ 
sideration  of  certain  aspects  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  decision  contained  in  the  Order 
released  March  7, 1975  (40  FR  10673),  to 


the  extent  authorized  herein  is  granted 
and,  in  all  other  respects,  is  denied. 

(Secs.  4,  303, 48  Stat.,  as  amended.  1066, 1083; 
(47  UA.C.  164,  303)  ) 

Adopted:  May  20, 1975. 

Released:  May  30, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 

COBSMISSION,* 

I  SEAL  1  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14951  Filed  6-6-75;8;45  am] 


[PCC  75-594  J 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

Television  Broadcast  Stations  in 
Bowling  Green,  Ohio 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-14446  appearing  at  page 
23863  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday,  June  3, 
1975,  the  table  in  the  third  column 
should  read  as  follows: 

City  Channel  No. 

Bowling  Oreen,  Ohio  *27+ 


Title  49 — ^Transportation 

CHAPTER  V— NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAF¬ 
FIC  SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  70-27;  Notice  16] 

PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Hydraulic  Brake  Systems 

’This  notice  amends  Standard  No.  105- 
75,  Hydraulic  brake  systems,  49  CFR 
571.105-75,  to  delay  its  effective  date  4 
months  from  September  1,  1975,  to  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1976,  and  to  establish  interim 
control  force  values  for  water  recovery 
testing.  This  notice  also  amends  the 
present  hydraulic  brake  system  standard 
for  passenger  cars  (Standard  No.  105, 
Hydraulic  brake  systems,  (49  CFTt  571.- 
105) )  to  permit  compliance  with  that 
standard  or  the  new  standard  at  the 
option  of  the  manufacturer  until  Jan¬ 
uary  1, 1976. 

As  issued,  Standard  No.  105-75  ap¬ 
plied  to  passenger  cars,  trucks,  buses,  and 
multipurpose  passenger  vehicles  (MPV’s) 
equipped  with  hydraulic  brake  systems. 
Its  scheduled  effective  date  was  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1975.  Thirteen  petitions  for  rule¬ 
making  to  postpone  or  revoke  the  stand¬ 
ard  were  filed  with  the  NHTSA  earlier 
this  year.  Following  a  comprehensive 
evaluaticm  of  the  petitions,  NH’TSA  pro¬ 
posed  and  made  final  an  indefinite  delay 
of  the  standard  as  it  applied  to  trucks, 
buses,  and  MPV’s  (40  FR  10483,  March  6, 
1975;  40  FR  18411,  April  28,  1975). 

At  the  same  time,  the  agency  denied 
petitions  for  substantial  post^nement 
or  revocation  of  the  standard  as  it  ap¬ 
plies  to  passenger  cars,  having  considered 
the  cost  of  compliance  for  those  vehicles, 
and  having  determined  that  significant 
safety  benefit  will  derive  from  better 
stoi^ing  performance,  stability,  and 

*  Commissioners  Quello  and  Washburn  ab¬ 
sent. 


pedal  force  levels  (40  FR  10483,  March  6, 
1975) .  A  discussion  of  the  potential  ben¬ 
efits  accompanied  that  decision.  An  eco¬ 
nomic  evaluation  of  the  impact  of  the 
standard  will  be  available  in  the  public 
docket.  ’The  only  revisions  of  the  stand¬ 
ard  proposed  by  NHTSA  were  an  interim 
pedal  force  value  and  a  4 -month  delay  of 
effective  date,  to  permit  some  flexibility 
in  new  model  introduction  dates  where 
technical  changes  or  isolated  compliance 
problems  had  not  been  resolved. 

Manufacturer  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posal  were  generally  unresponsive  to  the 
proposed  delay  of  4  months  and  the  in¬ 
terim  pedal  force  value  of  110  pounds  in 
wet  recovery  stops.  The  Vehicle  Equip¬ 
ment  Safety  Commission  considered  the 
proposed  p^al  force  values  to  be  over- 
generous.  Cfiirysler  Corporation  indicated 
its  support  for  the  4-month  delay  and 
interim  value  but  emphasized  other  argu¬ 
ments  in  its  submission.  General  Motors 
requested  that  the  [>edal  force  value  be 
made  permanent.  It  appears  that  manu¬ 
facturers  support  the  short  delay  and 
pedal  force  modification  to  simplify  in¬ 
troduction  of  the  1976  models.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  standard  is  modified  as  pro¬ 
posed.  to  establish  an  amended  effective 
date  of  January  1. 1976,  and  a  pedal  force 
increase  of  60  pounds  up  to  a  total  of  110 
pounds  (in  S5. 1.5.2)  imtil  September  1. 
1976. 

The  majority  of  comments  restated 
manufacturer  positions  on  the  issue  of 
substantial  delay  or  revocation  of  the 
standard  for  passenger  cars.  The  NH'TSA 
has  already  considered  this  issue  and.  as 
noted  above,  concluded  that  the  benefits 
of  improved  stopping  performance,  sta¬ 
bility,  and  pedal  force  values  outweigh 
the  costs  of  implementation.  Manufac¬ 
turers  submitted  no  new  data  that  would 
justify  a  reversal  of  NHTSA ’s  earlier  de¬ 
cision. 

Although  the  NHTSA  limited  its  pro¬ 
posal  to  a  choice  between  the  effective 
dates  of  September  1,  1975,  and  January 
1.  1976,  several  manufacturers  compared 
the  cost  savings  of  a  short  delay  to  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1976,  with  a  substantially-longer 
delay  to  September  1,  1976.  Actually  the 
January  1  date  was  proposed  in  order  to 
ease  the  introduction  of  new  models  after 
September  1, 1975,  and  was  not  proposed 
as  a  means  of  reducing  costs.  'Ilie  pro¬ 
posal  was  largely  in  response  to  manu¬ 
facturers’  comments  that  some  1976 
models  would  be  introduced  substantially 
later  than  normal  so  that  1975  model 
production  might  be  extended  beyond 
September  1,  1975.  ’The  NHTSA  believes 
that  the  3  years  of  leadtime  since  pro¬ 
mulgation  of  Standard  No.  105-75  have 
been  sufficient  to  permit  the  design  and 
testing  of  complying  brake  systems  in 
nearly  all  cases.  With  the  4-month 
transitional  period,  a  manufacturer  will 
be  free  to  introduce  the  new  brake  sys¬ 
tems  along  with  its  new  model  intro¬ 
duction,  as  dictated  by  the  economic 
situation  of  the  automotive  industry. 

Ford  and  Chrysler  suggested  that  the 
standard  could  be  improved  by  reduced 
loading  during  brake  fade  testing.  ’These 
cconpanies  argue  that  present-day  brake 
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balance  must  be 'modified  to  meet  the 
brake-fade  and  fourth  effectiveness  test 
of  Standard  No.  105-75  and  that  the  new 
balance  is  not  optimum.  Agency  testing 
demonstrates  that  many  present-day 
vehicles  can  in  fact  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  as  their  brakes  are  balanced  and 
suggests  that  major  departm-es  from 
current  brake  balance  design  will  gen¬ 
erally  not  be  required  to  comply  with 
fade  requirements  under  the  present  test 
conditions.  NHTSA  accordingly  con¬ 
cludes  that  the  presently  specific  load¬ 
ing  does  not  result  in  characteristics 
which  would  justify  delay  of  the  stand¬ 
ard  and  the  consequent  loss  of  benefits 
during  the  period  of  delay. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing — 

I.  Standard  No.  105-75  (49  CFR  571.- 
105-75)  is  amended  as  follows; 

1.  The  effective  date  of  the  standard, 
and  the  date  appearing  in  its  title,  are 
changed  from  September  1,  1975,  to 
January  1. 1976. 

2.  S5.1.5.2(a)  (2)  is  amended  by  the 
addition  of  a  new  sentence  at  the  end 
of  the  text  to  read: 

However,  the  maximum  control  force 
for  the  fifth  stop  in  the  case  of  a  vehicle 
maniifactured  before  September  1,  1976, 
shall  be  not  more  than  plus  60  pounds  of 
the  average  cMitrol  force  for  the  baseline 
check  (but  in  no  case  more  than  110 
poxmds). 

n.  Paragraph  S4  of  Standard  No.  105 
(49  CFR  571.105)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

84.  Requirements.  Each  vehicle  shall 
meet,  at  the  option  of  the  manufacturer, 
either  the  requirements  of  84.1  through 
S4.3  of  this  standard,  or  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Standard  No.  105-75  of  this 
Part. 

Effective  date.  The  date  on  which 
Standard  No.  105-75  becomes  mandatory 
for  all  passenger  cars  is  January  1, 
1976.  However,  the  effective  date  of  the 
amendments  to  both  Standard  No.  105- 

75  and  Standard  No.  105  is - - 

and  passenger  cars  manufactiired  be¬ 
tween  that  date  and  January  1,  1976, 
may  conform  to  either  standard  at  the 
Discretion  of  the  manufacturer. 

(Sec.  103,  118,  Pub.  L.  88-663,  80  Stat.  718 
(16  UA.C.  1382,  1407);  delegation  of  author¬ 
ity  at  48  CFR  1.61.) 

Issued  on  Jime  5, 1975. 

Jakes  B.  Gregory, 
Administrator. 

IFR  Doc.76-16109  FUed  6-6-76:4:46  pm] 


CHAPTER  X — INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAFTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

|2nd  Rev.  8.0. 1186,  Arndt.  1] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 
Distribution  of  Privately  Owned  Coal  Cars 

At  a  general  session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  on  the  30th  day  of  May 
1975. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Sec¬ 
ond  Revised  Service  Order  No.  1186  (39 
FR  38658),  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefor: 


It  is  ordered.  That:  §  1033.1186  Second 
Revised  Service.  (Distribution  of  pri¬ 
vately  owner  coal  cars)  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  amended  by  substituting  the  fol¬ 
lowing  paragraph  (g)  for  paragraph  (g) 
thereof: 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  February  29,  1976, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended  by  order  of  this  Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  June  15, 
1975. 

(Secs.  1.  12,  15,  17(2),  24  Stat.  378,  383,  384, 
as  amended;  (49  U.8.C.  1,  12,  16.  17(2)).  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17),  16(4),  and 
17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended.  M  Stat.  911; 
(49TT.8.C.  1(10-17),  16(4),  17(2))) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Elivlsion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American 
Short  .Line  Railroad  Association;  and 
that  notice  of  this  amendment  be  given 
to  the  general  public  by  dep(»iting  a 
copy  in  the  OfBce  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-14986  Filed  6-6-76;8:46  am] 


(8.0.  1214] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 
Burlington  Northern  Inc. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
2nd  day  of  June,  1975. 

It  appearing,  that  the  Chicago  and 
North  Western  Transportation  Company 
(CNW)  in  Docket  AB  1,  Sub  1  was  au¬ 
thorized  to  abandon  its  line  passing 
through  Monmouth,  Illinois,  subject  to 
completion  of  an  arrangement  whereby 
the  Burlington  Northern  Inc.  (BN)  will 
acquire  and  operate  certain  C:NW  track¬ 
age  in  Mcximouth  in  order  to  provide 
continued  railroad  service  to  shippers 
adjacent  to  those  tracks;  that  the  BN 
and  the  CJNW  have  now  agreed  upon 
terms  for  transfer  of  such  CNW  prop¬ 
erties  to  the  BN  and  for  construction  of 
the  necessary  connecting  trackage;  that 
operaticm  over  these  tracks  by  the  BN  is 
necessary  in  the  Interest  of  the  public 
and  the  commerce  of  the  people  pending 
disposition  by  the  Commission  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  BN  in  Finance  Docket 
No.  27920,  seeking  authority  to  acquire, 
construct,  and  't^erate  these  tracks; 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  herein 
are  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest;  and  that  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  order  "effective 
upon  less  than  thirty  days’  notice. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

§  1033.1214  Service  Order  No.  1214. 

(a)  Burlington  Northern  Inc.,  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  over  tracks  author¬ 


ized  to  be  abandoned  by  Chicago  and 
North  Western  Transportation  Com¬ 
pany.  The  Burlington  Northern  Inc. 
(BN)  be,  and  it  is  hereby  authorized  to 
operate  over  tracks  authorized  to  be 
abandoned  by  the  Chicago  and  North 
Western  Transportation  Company 
(C:nW)  between  a  point  of  connection 
of  the  two  companies  to  be  built  in  the 
vicinity  of  Fifth  Avenue  and  South  C 
Street  in  Monmouth,  Illinois,  and  CNW 
survey  station  3482  plus  65,  together  with 
the  necessary  connecting  track  between 
the  BN  and  the  CNW  and  various  in¬ 
dustry  tracks  connected  to  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  tracks  of  the  CNW,  all  located 
at  Monmouth.  Illinois. 

(b)  Application.  The  provisions  of  this 
order  shall  apply  to  Intrastate,  inter¬ 
state.  and  foreign  traffic. 

(c)  Rates  applicable.  Inasmuch  as  this 
operation  by  the  BN  over  tracks  of  the 
CNW  is  deemed  to  be  due  to  carrier’s 
disability,  the  rates  applicable  to  traffic 
moved  by  the  BN  over  the  tracks  of  the 
CNW  shall  be  the  rates  which  were  ap¬ 
plicable  on  the  shipments  at  the  time  of 
shipment  as  originally  routed. 

(d)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m...June  5, 
1975. 

(e)  Expiration  date.  TTie  provisions 
of  this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m., 
October  31,  1975,  imless  otherwise  modi¬ 
fied,  changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of 
this  Commission. 

(Secs.  1.  12,  16,  17(2),  24  Stat.  379,  383,  384^ 
as  amended;  (49  UA.C.  1.  12,  16,  17(2)). 
Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17),  16(4), 
and  17(2).  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended,  64  Stat. 
oil;  (48  DB.C.  1(10-17),  16(4),  17  (2))) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  copies  of 
this  order  shall  be  served  upon  the  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  American  Railroads,  Car  Serv¬ 
ice  Division,  as  agent  of  the  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American 
Short  Line  Railroad  Association;  and 
that  notice  of  this  order  shall  be  given 
to  the  general  public  by  depositing  a 
copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
by  filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

‘  By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-14986  Filed  6-6-75;8;46  am] 

Title  39 — Postal  Service 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  POSTAL 
SERVICE 

PART  111— GENERAL  INFORMATION  ON 
POSTAL  SERVICE 

Editorial  Note:  By  letter  dated  June 
6,  1975,  the '  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  extended  approval  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  one-year  period  to  expire  on 
June  7,  1976,  the  incorporation  by  ref¬ 
erence  of  the  Postal  Service  Manual  as 
provided  in  39  CFR  S  111.4. 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  pubiic  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  ruies  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
United  States  Customs  Service 
[19  CFRPart4] 

VESSELS  IN  FOREIGN  AND  DOMESTIC 
TRADES 

Explanation  of  a  Manifest  Discrepancy 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  under  the 
authority  of  R.S.  251.  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  66),  sections  440,  584,  624,  46 
Stat.  712,  as  amended.  748,  as  amended, 
759  (19  U.S.C.  1440,  1584,  1624),  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  {  4.12  of  the  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  4.12)  to  incorpo¬ 
rate  a  definition  of  the  term  “clerical 
error  or  other  mistake”.  This  term  is 
contained  in  section  584  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1584) . 

Section  584  provides  penalties  for  the 
failure  to  produce  a  manifest  or  for  any 
discrepancies  in  a  manifest.  However, 
this  section  also  provides  that  penalties 
shall  not  be  incurred  If,  among  other 
circumstances,  the  district  director  is 
satisfied  that  the  manifest  is  Incorrect 
by  reason  of  clerical  error  or  other  mis¬ 
take.  Inasmuch  as  the  imiform  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  Customs  laws  and  regrulations 
Is  essential  for  their  effective  adminis¬ 
tration,  the  inclusion  in  the  regulations 
of  a  definition  of  the  term  “clerical  error 
or  other  mistake”  will  be  helpful  to  both 
Customs  officers  and  the  public. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
paragraph  (a)  (5)  of  S  4.12  of  the  Cus¬ 
toms  Regulations  (19  CFR  4.12(a)(5)) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  4.12  Correction  of  manifest. 

(a)(1)  •  *  • 

(5)  Unless  the  required  notification 
and  explanation  is  made  timely  and  the 
district  director  is  satisfied  that  the  dis¬ 
crepancies  resulted  from  clerical  error 
or  other  mistake  and  that  there  has  been 
no  loss  of  revenue  (and  in  the  case  of  a 
discrepancy  not  initially  reported  by  the 
master  or  agent  that  there  was  a  valid 
reason  for  failing  to  so  report),  appli¬ 
cable  penalties  under  section  584,  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1584) , 
shall  be  assessed  (see  §  162.31  of  this 
chapter) .  For  the  purpose  of  this  section, 
the  term  “clerical  error  or  other  mistake” 
Is  defined  as  a  non-negllgent,  inadvert¬ 
ent,  or  typographical  mistake  in  the 
preparation,  assembly,  or  submission  of 
manifests.  However,  repeated  similar 
manifest  discrepancies  by  the  same  par¬ 
ties  may  be  deemed  the  result  of  negli¬ 
gence  and  not  clerical  error  or  other 
mistake.  For  the  purpose  of  assessing 
applicable  penalties,  the  value  of  the 
merchandise  shall  be  determined  as  pre¬ 
scribed  In  9  162.43  of  this  chapter.  The 


fact  that  the  master  or  owner  had  no 
knowledge  of  a  discrepancy  shall  not 
relieve  him  from  the  penalty, 

*  •  •  •  • 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  this  amend¬ 
ment,  consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
relevant  data,  views,  or  argxunents  which 
are  submitted  in  writing  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Chistoms,  Attention:  Regula¬ 
tions  Division,  Washington,  D.C.  20229, 
and  received  not  later  than  July  9,  1975. 

Written  material  or  suggestions  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available  for  public  In¬ 
spection  in  accordance  with  9  103.8(b) 
of  the  Customs  regulations  (19  cm 
103.8(b)),  at  the  Regulations  Division, 
Headquarters,  United  States  Customs 
Service,  Washington,  D.C.,  during  regu¬ 
lar  business  hours. 

[seal!  Leonard  Lehiian, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  May  27, 1975. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 

|FR  Doc.75-14927  FUed  6-6-76;8:46  am] 


Internal  Revenue  Service 
[  26  CFR  Parts  1,  301  ] 
NOTIFICATION  OF  INTERESTED  PARTIES 

Qualification  of  Certain  Retirement  Plans; 

Correction 

On  June  4,  1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  relating  to  the  above  subject 
was  published  In  the  Federal  Register 
(40  FR  24011). 

The  following  changes  should  be 
made: 

1.  The  word  “temporary”  shall  be  de¬ 
leted  from  the  last  sentence  of  the  pre¬ 
amble. 

2.  That  portion  of  paragraph  (b)  of 
5  1.7476-1  which  precedes  paragraph  (b) 
(1)  of  such  section  15  changed  to  read: 
“Subject  to  the  provisions  of  paragrai^ 
(b)  (5)  of  this  section — 

3.  The  following  sentence  should  be 
added  at  the  end  of  paragraph  (b)  (1)  of 
9  1.7476-1 :  “In  addition,  if  the  plan 
amendment  affects  the  contributions  for, 
or  benefits  to  any  former  employee,  all 
former  employees  who  have  a  nonforfeit¬ 
able  right  to  an  accrued  benefit  under 
the  plan  shall  be  Interested  parties.”; 
and 

4.  That  portion  of  paragraph  (c)  of 
9  1.7476-1  which  precedes  paragraph  (c) 
(1)  of  such  section  should  be  changed  to 
read:  “For  purposes  of  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section  and  9  11.7476-2 — ”. 

James  F.  Dring, 
Director, 

Legislation  and  Regulations  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-15004  Filed  «-6-76;8:4S  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
[  50  CFR  Part  20  ] 

MIGRATORY  BIRDS 
Extension  of  Comment  Period 

This  notice  extends  the  period  for  com¬ 
ments  to  the  document,  published  May  8, 
1975  (40  FR  20090),  proposing  to  amend 
certain  portions  of  Part  20,  Title  50.  Code 
of  Fedei-al  Regulations,  to  establish  open 
seasons,  shooting  hours,  and  bag  and  pos¬ 
session  limits  for  doves,  pigeons,  rails, 
gallinules,  woodcock,  common  (Wilson’s) 
snipe,  coots,  cranes,  swans  and  water- 
fowl;  coots,  cranes,  common  (Wilson’s) 
snipe  and  waterfowl  In  Alaska;  and  cer¬ 
tain  sea  ducks  In  coastal  waters  of  cer¬ 
tain  eastern  States  for  the  1975-76  mi¬ 
gratory  bird  himting  season. 

Requests  for  an  extension  of  time  were 
submitted  by  members  of  the  public,  in¬ 
dicating  they  needed  more  time  to  pre¬ 
pare  and  submit  their  comments  on  the 
proposed  regulations. 

In  order  to  afford  additional  time  for 
preparation  and  submission  of  these  pub¬ 
lic  comments,  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  l^rvice,  hereby  extends  the 
comment  period  to  ^e  close  of  business 
on  June  25,  1975. 

(Migratory  BUrd  Treaty  Act  of  July  3,  1918,  as 
amended  (40  Stat.  755;  16  UJ3.C.  703-711)) 

Effective  date:  June  4,  1975. 

F.  Eugene  Hester, 

Acting  Director, 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[PR  Doc.75-15006  PUed  6-6-76;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  929] 

CRANBERRIES  GROWN  IN  CERTAIN 
STATES 

Findings  and  Determinations  With  Respect 
to  Continuation  of  the  Amended  Market¬ 
ing  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  marketing  agreement,  as  amended, 
and  Order  No.  929,  as  amended  (7  CFR 
Part  929),  and  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  notice  was  given  In  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  14.  1975,  (40  FR 
16704),  that  a  referendum  would  be  con¬ 
ducted  among  the  growers  who.  during 
the  period  September  1,  1974,  through 
April  30,  1975,  (which  period  was  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  a  representative  period  for 
the  purpose  of  such  referendum),  were 
engaged,  in  the  States  of  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island.  Connecticut,  New  Jersey, 
Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Oregon. 
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Washington,  and  Long  Island  in  the 
State  of  New  York,  in  the  production  of 
cranberries  for  market  to  ascertain 
whether  such  growers  favor  the  contin¬ 
uation  of  said  amended  marketing  order. 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  results  of  the 
aforesaid  referendum,  which  was  con¬ 
ducted  diiring  the  period  May  1  through 
12.  1975,  it  is  hereby  found  and  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  termination  of  said 
marketing  order,  regulating  the  handling 
of  cranberries  grown  in  the  aforesaid 
states,  is  not  favored  by  the  requisite 
majority  of  such  growers. 

Dated:  June  4, 1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

|FR  DOC.7&-14979  PUed  6-6-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR  ^ 
Wage  and  Hour  Division 
[29CFR  Part  522] 
INEXPERIENCED  PERSONS 

Employment  at  Subminimum  Wages;  Can- 

c^Mion  of  Proposed  Limited  Piiot 

Project 

Proposal  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  19,  1975  (40  FR 
TlOO)  for  the  conduct  of  a  pilot  project 
on  the  employment  of  Inexperienced  per¬ 
sons  at  subminimum  wages.  It  was  fur¬ 
ther  proposed  to  amend  Part  522  of  Title 
29  to  provide  for  the  issuance  of  sub- 
minimum  wage  certificates  to  employers 
accepted  for  participation  in  the  proj¬ 
ect.  Interested  parties  were  invited  to 
submit  written  commits  imtil  March  21, 
1975. 

After  giving  careful  consideration  to 
the  comments  received  and  in  view  of 
the  current  economic  setting,  I  have  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  proposed  pilot  project  is 
unlikely  to  yield  any  meaningful  results 
at  this  time.  Therefore,  I  hereby  cancel 
the  proposal  to  establish  a  limited  pilot 
project  for  the  employment  of  inexperi¬ 
ence  persons  at  subminimum  wages  un¬ 
der  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  2nd 
day  of  June  1975. 

Bernard  E.  DeLttry, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Employ¬ 
ment  Standards  Administra¬ 
tion. 

]FR  Doc.76-14879  Piled  6-6-76:8:46  am] 


[29CFRPart570] 

EMPLOYMENT  OF  STUDENT  LEARNERS  IN 
LOGGING  OCCUPATIONS 

Withdrawal  of  Proposed  Exemption 
On  October  11,  1974,  a  proposal  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (39 
FR  36592)  to  amend  Hazardous  Occupa¬ 
tions  Order  No.  4  (29  CTR  570.54)  to 
exempt  from  its  restrictions  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  student-learners  in  logging  op- 
eratlops.  Under  the  proposal  student- 
learners  16  and  17  years  of  age  would 
be  permitted  to  work  In  logging  opera¬ 


tions  now  prohibited  by  the  Order.  The 
notice  of  proposal  was  prompted  by  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  joint  request  from  Uie  Dexter 
Regional  Vocational  Center  and  Scott 
Paper  Company,  Dexter,  Maine,  to 
amend  Hazardous  Occupations  Order  No. 
4  to  allow  minors  16  and  17  years  of  age 
to  participate  in  an  on-the-job  training 
program  in  woodlands  operations.  In¬ 
terested  persons  were  Invited  to  submit 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  con¬ 
cerning  the  proposal  to  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Wage  and  Hour  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor,  Washington,  D.C.  on 
or  before  November  11, 1974. 

In  response  to  the  (October  proposal  55 
comments  were  received  from  State  de¬ 
partments  of  labor  and  education,  sec¬ 
ondary  education  schools,  colleges  and 
universities,  the  AFL-CIO,  employers 
and  members  of  Congress.  Comments 
received  in  support  of  the  proposal  out¬ 
numbered  those  hi  opposition.  Suppor¬ 
ters  of  the  proposal  indicated  there  is  a 
need  for  the  logging  industry  to  attract 
and  hold  young,  trained,  experienced 
persons  to  meet  the  growing  demand  for 
industry  products.  As  noted  previously 
the  proposal,  if  adopted,  would  enable 
minors  16  and  17  years  of  age  to  gain 
on-the-job  experience,  to  develop  em¬ 
ployable  skills,  and  to  work  prior  to  their 
18th  birthday.  With  regard  to  the  hazards 
Inherent  in  the  forestry  Industry,  it  was 
indicated  by  the  proponents  that  safety 
instruction  in  the  classroom  and  follow¬ 
up  Instruction  on  the  job  would  assist  in 
overcoming  these  hazards. 

The  opponents,  on  the  other  hand, 
though  small  in  number  raised  some  very 
vital  issues  which  have  not  been  refuted 
and  which  cannot  be  ignored.  They  indi¬ 
cated  that  logging  is  still  one  of  the  most 
hazardoiis  industries  in  the  nation.  This 
is  borne  out  in  the  high  Injury  frequency 
rate  (disabling  injuries  per  one  million 
man-hours)  for  lumber  of  21.11  as  com¬ 
pared  to  an  all  industry  average  of  10.55 
and  a  severity  accident  rate  (days  lost 
per  one  million  man-hours)  of  1,432  for 
lumber  as  compared  to  654  for  all  in¬ 
dustries  in  1973.  The  opponents  indi¬ 
cated  that  the  proposal,  if  adopted,  would 
subject  minors  16  and  17  years  of  age  to 
the  many  hazards  present  in  the  logging 
industry — these  hazards  beii^  of  the  type 
which  cannot  be  fully  overcome  because 
of  the  very  nature  of  the  logging  process. 
Moreover,  the  opponents  noted  that  the 
ability  to  detect  and  avoid  such  hazards 
is  directly  related  to  the  individual’s  ma¬ 
turity  and  degree  of  physical  awareness. 
While  it  is  possible  that  scxne  16  and  17 
year  old  minors  may  be  able  to  recognize 
and  even  avoid  these  hazards,  unsafe 
conditions,  and  unsafe  acts,  many  minors 
of  this  age  group  do  not  have  the  ma¬ 
turity  to  conduct  themselves  in  a  safe 
manner  under  conditions  of  stress. 

After  consideration  of  all  material  sub¬ 
mitted  in  response  to  the  proposal,  it  is 
hereby  determined  that  such  deviation 
win  not  be  authorized  because  (1)  the 
logging  industry  is  stUl  one  of  the  most 
hazardous  industries  in  the  nation  and 
(2)  the  hazards  present  in  the  logging 
Industry  cannot  readily  be  overcome  or 


minimized  so  that  the  health  and  weU- 
being  of  minors  16  and  17  years  of  age 
would  not  be  jeopardized.  Accordingly, 
the  proposal  is  withdrawn. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2nd 
day  of  Jime  1975. 

Bernard  E.  DeLurt, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

(FR  Doc.76-14878  FUed  6-6-76;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[21  CFRPart  1020] 

[Docket  No.  76P-0021] 

DIAGNOSTIC  X-RAY  SYSTEMS 

Advance  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
for  Intraorai  Radiographic  Film 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  issuing  an  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  concerning  radiation  safety 
performance  requirements  for  intraoral 
radiographic  film  and  associated  process¬ 
ing  materials.  Comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  before  August  1,  1975  In  order  to 
be  considered  in  the  development  of  the 
proposal. 

In  a  notice  of  availability  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  June  3.  1974 
(39  FR  19528),  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  annoimced  the  receipt  of  a 
petition  from  the  Commissioner  of 
Health  of  the  CTity  of  New  York  request¬ 
ing  that  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  exercise  his  authority  under  the 
Radiation  Control  for  Health  and  Safety 
Act  of  1968  (42  U.S.C.  263f)  to  amend 
the  performance  standard  for  diagnostic 
x-ray  systems  and  their  major  compo¬ 
nents  (21  CTR  1020.30  et  seq.) ,  by  adding 
requirements  applicable  to  Intraoral 
radiographic  film  and  associated  process¬ 
ing  materials.  After  a  preliminary  review 
and  analysis  of  this  petition,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  has  determined  that  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  requirements  applicable 
to  such  products  may  be  necessary  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  public  health  from  unnecessary 
exposiu’e  to  radiation  during  dental  diag¬ 
nostic  x-ray  procedures,  and  Is.  accord¬ 
ingly,  initiating  development  of  an  ap- 
proriate  amendment  to  this  standai^. 
This  advance  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  is  being  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  policy  of 
early  public  disclosure  of  rulemaking 
activities,  and  to  solicit  comments  from 
interested  iiersons  concerning  the  subject 
matter  of  the  proposed  amendment. 

The  petition  submitted  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Health  of  the  Cfily  of  New 
York  proposed  that  Part  1020  be 
amend^  by  adding  a  new  S  1020.33  re¬ 
quiring  in  part  that  manufacturers  of 
intraoral  radiographic  film  provide  for 
purchasers  instruction  sheets  or  lab^ 
which  include  a  statement  of  the  film 
speed  as  determined  by  the  manufacturer 
at  time  of  shipment,  expressed  in  re¬ 
ciprocal  roentgens.  Also,  the  petition 
proposed  that  aU  intraoral  radiographic 
film  be  required  to  have  a  speed  range  of 
no  less  than  12-24  reciprocal  roentgens 
determined  under  specified  conditions. 
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The  petition  further  proposed  that 
manufacturers  of  chemical  developers 
and  processing  systems  Intended  for  use 
with  such  film  provide  for  purchasers  In¬ 
struction  sheets  or  labels  including  In¬ 
formation  on  the  effect.  If  any,  of  the  use 
of  their  products  on  film  speed,  and  the 
optimum  conditions  of  temperature  and 
time  which  will  result  in  the  achievement 
of  an  average  optical  density  of  1.0  above 
base  and  fog  density. 

The  petition  was  presented  to  the 
Technical  Electronic  Product  Radiation 
Safety  Standards  Committee  at  a  public 
meeting  on  September  18  and  19.  1974. 
This  committee,  a  permanent  statutory 
advisory  committee  to  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  must  be 
consulted  prior  to  the  establishment  of 
standards  under  the  act.  After  reviewing 
the  testimony  presented  at  this  meeting, 
the  committee  recommended  that  a  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  relating  to  the  sub¬ 
jects  addressed  In  the  petition  be  devel¬ 
oped,  but  that  details  of  the  provisions 
proposed  therein  be  studied  further,  and 
consideration  be  given  to  the  views  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  committee  during  its  dis¬ 
cussion  in  formulating  this  proposed 
amendment. 

The  Commissioner  has  accepted  the 
committee's  recommendation  and  Is 
proceeding  with  the  development  of  a 
proposed  amendment  to  the  performance 
standard  for  diagnostic  x-ray  systems 
which  would  establish  radiation  safety 
performance  requirements  applicable  to 
Intraoral  radiographic  film  and  aisso- 
ciated  processing  materials.  Interested 
persons  are  invited  to  participate  in  this 
development  by  submitting  written  data, 
views,  or  argiunents  concerning  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  amendment,  or  sug¬ 
gestions  regarding  related  Items  for  in¬ 
clusion.  Information  and  comments  are 
specifically  invited  on  the  following 
topics; 

1.  The  manner  in  which  intraoral  film 
speed  should  be  specified  and  the  con¬ 
ditions  under  which  it  should  be 
measured. 

2.  Labeling  and  product  information 
needed  by  film  and  film  processing  mate¬ 
rial  purchasers  to  enable  proper  use  of 
these  products. 

3.  Information  concerning  film  proc¬ 
essing  systems  which  may  be  useful  in 
obtaining  optimum  performance  from 
such  systems. 

4.  Data  on  the  number  of  dental  x-ray 
systems,  including  brand  names  and 
models,  which  could  not  be  adapted  to 
the  use  of  film  having  speed  such  as  that 
proposed  in  the  petition  or  which  would 
require  modifications  to  use  such  film, 
and  the  extent  of  modification  required. 

5.  The  effect  of  high  speed  film  on  the 
quality  of  the  dental  diagnostic  image 
and  its  suitability  for  demonstrating  the 
clinical  Information  desired  by.  the 
practitioner. 

6.  The  possible  environmental  impact 
of  this  action  including  its  effect  upon 
the  radiation  exposure  of  the  population, 
and  its  economic  impact. 

Communications  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  should  be  sent  (pref¬ 
erably  in  qulntupllcate)  to  the  Hearing 


Cfierk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane.  RockvlUe, 
MD  20852.  In  addition  to  general  com¬ 
ments  and  reconunendations,  respond¬ 
ents  are  encoiuaged  to  specify  the  text 
for  provisions  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  which  refiects  their  recommended 
I>erformance  requirements.  Provisions 
recommended  for  inclusion  in  the  pro- 
pcMsed  amendment  should  be  submitted, 
to  the  extent  possible,  with  the  exact 
wording  recommended  for  the  regulation 
and  should  be  supported  by  appropriate 
rationale  and  background  data  which 
clearly  establish  the  scientific,  technical, 
and  public  health  bases  for  the 
recommendation. 

Comments  submitted  before  August  1, 
1975,  will  be  considered  in  development 
of  the  proposed  amendment  and  will  be 
review^,  prior  to  publication  in  the  Fed- 
ERAi.  Register  as  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making,  at  the  next  meeting  of  the 
Technical  Electronic  Product  Radiation 
Safety  Standards  Committee  scheduled 
for  September  17  and  18,  1975.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  August  1, 1975,  will 
be  considered  to  the  extent  possible,  or 
will  be  considered  for  fut\u«  amend¬ 
ments  if  received  too  late  for  considera¬ 
tion  in  the  development  of  the  present 
amendment.  When  a  determination  is 
made  on  the  content  of  the  proposed 
amendment,  it  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  as  a  proposal  with  op¬ 
portunity  given  for  public  comment.  All 
comments  and  data  submitted  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  advance  notice  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Cfierk.  Individuals 
or  organizations  wishing  to  receive 
copies  of  drafts  or  related  documents 
made  public  during  the  development  of 
this  proposed  amendment  may  have 
their  names  placed  on  the  mailing  list  by 
writing  to: 

Division  of  Compliance  (HFX-440) 

Bureau  of  Radiological  Health 
5600  Fishers  Lcuie 
RockvUle.  MD  20853 

This  notice  is  issued  under  authority 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  as  amended  by  the  Radiation 
Control  for  Health  and  Safety  Act  of 
1968  (sec.  358,  82  Stat.  1177-1179  (42 
U.S.C.  263f ) )  and  under  authority  dele- 
gated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120). 

Dated;  June  3, 1975. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

(FR  Doc.75-14920  FUed  6-6-75;8:46  am] 


Social  Security  Administration 
[20  CFR  Part  405] 

(Reg.  No.  5] 

FEDERAL  HEALTH  INSURANCE  FOR 
AGED  AND  DISABLED 

Limitation  on  Amounts  Paid  in  Excess  of 
Fair  Market  Value  for  Tangible  Assets  Ac¬ 
quired  Prior  to  ^gust  1970 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5  UJS.C. 


553),  that  the  amendment  to  the  regu¬ 
lations  set  forth  in  tentative  form  is 
proposed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Social 
Security  with  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Educatimi.  and  Welfare.  The 
proposed  amendment  will  permit  a 
proprietary  provider,  with  respect  to 
tangible  assets  purchased  prior  to  Au¬ 
gust  1970,  to  include  goodwill  in  its  com¬ 
putation  of  the  return  on  equity  capital 
after  July  1970  until  the  sum  of  the 
equity  capital  return  attributable  to 
goodwill  is  equal  to  the  amount  of  good¬ 
will  included  in  the  computation  of  the 
return  on  equity  capital  after  July  1970. 

Initially,  Medicare  principles  of  re¬ 
imbursement  for  provider  costs  included 
goodwill  as  a  part  of  equity  capital  for 
purposes  of  computing  a  return  on  equity 
allowed  to  pn^rletary  providers.  Upon 
reexamination  of  this  i^ue,  it  was  de¬ 
termined  that  goodwill  was  not  an  asset 
used  to  provide  patient  care  and.  there¬ 
fore.  should  not  give  rise  to  an  allowable 
cost.  The  regulations  were,  therefore, 
amended  to  provide  that,  with  respect  to 
acquisitions  occurring  on  or  after  Au- 
gu^  1.  1970  (the  date  such  regulations 
were  published),  the  excess  over  fair 
market  value  or  current  reproduction 
cost,  whichever  is  lower,  could  not  be 
included  in  equity  capital. 

Current  regulations  permit  unlimited 
recognition  of  goodwill  for  assets 
acquired  prior  to  August  1970.  This  con¬ 
tinued  recognition  of  goodwill  as  an  al¬ 
lowable  cost  is  counter  to  the  determina¬ 
tion  that  goodwill  is  not  related  to  pa¬ 
tient  care  and,  thus,  not  reimbursable  by 
the  Medicare  trust  fimds.  Also,  most  ac¬ 
counting  authorities  recognize  that  good¬ 
will  has  a  limited  life  rather  than  an 
unlimited  life.  A  revision  to  the  regula¬ 
tions  is  necessary,  therefore,  to  provide 
for  a  realistic  termination  of  the  l^e  for 
which  the  health  insurance  program  will 
reimburse  a  provider  for  goodwill. 

Prior  to  the  final  adoption  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  regulations, 
consideration  will  be  given  to  any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  pertcdnlng  thereto 
which  are  submitted  in  writing  in  tripli¬ 
cate  to  the  Commissioner  of  Social  Se¬ 
curity,  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare  Building,  Fourth  and 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20201,  on  or  before  July  9.  1975. 

Copies  of  all  comments  received  in 
response  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  Inspection  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  at  the  Washington  Inquiries 
Section,  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Social 
Security  Administration,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  North 
Building,  Room  4146,  330  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 

The  proposed  amendments  are  to  be 
issued  under  the  authority  contained  in 
sections  1102,  1815,  and  1871  of  the  So¬ 
cial  Security  Act;  49  Stat.  647,  as 
amended.  79  Stat.  297,  and  79  Stat.  331; 
42  U.S.C.  1302, 1395g.  and  1395hh. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  1S.800,  Health  Insurance  for  the 
Aged — ^Hospital  Insurance,  No.  18.801,  Health 
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Insurance  far  the  Aged — Supplementary 
Medical  Insurance) 

Dated:  May  12. 1975. 

J.  B.  CaaowELL, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Approved:  June  2, 1975. 

Caspar  W.  Wbxnberceb. 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

Part  405  of  Chapter  m  of  TiUe  20  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  as 
amended,  is  further  arainded  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (b)  of  §  405.429  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  405.429  Return  mi  e^Hy  eapitai  of 
proprietary  providers. 

O  #  •  •  • 

(b)  Application.  (1)  Proprietary  pro¬ 
viders  generally  do  not  receive  public 
contributions  and  assistance  of  Federal 
and  other  governmental  programs  such 
as  Hill-Burton  in  financing  capital  ex¬ 
penditures.  Proprietary  institutions  his¬ 
torically  have  financed  capital  expendi¬ 
tures  through  funds  invested  by  owners 
in  the  expectation  of  earning  a  return. 
A  return  on  Investment,  therefore,  is 
needed  to  avoid  withdrawal  of  capital 
and  to  attract  additional  capital  needed 
for  expansion.  For  purposes  of  comput¬ 
ing  the  allowable  return,  the  provider’s 
eqxiity  capital  means : 

(1)  The  provider’s  investment  in  plant, 
property,  and  equipment  related  to  pa¬ 
tient  care  (net  of  depreciation)  and 
funds  deposited  by  a  provider  who  leases 
plant,  property,  or  equipment  related  to 
patient  care  and  is  required  by  the  terms 
of  the  lease  to  deposit  such  funds  (net  of 
nonciirrent  debt  related  to  such  invest¬ 
ment  or  deposited  fimds).  and 

<ii)  Net  working  capital  maintained 
for  necessary  and  proper  operation  of 
patient  care  activities  (excluding  the 
amount  of  any  current  pasmient  made 
pursuant  to  §  405.454(g)  (1) ).  However, 
debt  representing  loans  from  partners, 
stodcholders,  or  related  organizations  on 
which  interest  payments  would  be  allow¬ 
able  as  costs  but  for  the  provisions  of 
i  405.419(b)  (3)  (ii),  is  not  subtracted  in 
computing  the  amount  of  equity  capital 
as  defined  in  this  paragraph,  in  order 
that  the  proceeds  from  such  loans  be 
treated  as  a  part  of  the  provider’s  equity 
capital.  In  computing  the  amount  of 
equity  capital  upon  which  a  return  is  al¬ 
lowable,  investment  in  facilities  is  rec¬ 
ognized  on  the  basis  of  the  historical 
cost,  or  other  basis,  used  for  depreciation 
and  other  purposes  imder  the  health  in¬ 
surance  program. 

(2)  With  respect  to  a  facility  or  any 
tangible  assets  of  a  facility  acquired  on  or 
after  August  1,  1970,  the  excess  of  the 
price  paid  for  such  facility  or  such  tangi¬ 
ble  assets  over  the  historical  cost,  as  de¬ 
fined  in  S  405.415(b) ,  or  the  cost  basis,  as 
determined  under  f  40S.41S(g)  (which¬ 
ever  is  appropriate),  is  not  Includable  in 
equity  capital,  and  loans  made  to  finance 
such  excess  portion  of  the  cost  of  such 

(see  S  405.419(d) )  are  ex¬ 
cluded  in  computing  equity  capital. 


(3)  Effective  with  respect  to  any  capi¬ 
tal  expenditure,  the  obligation  for  which 
is  incurred  after  December  31.  1972,  or 
after  the  effective  date  of  an  agreement 
executed  between  a  State  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  pursuant  to  section  1122  of  the  Act, 
whichever  date  is  later  (and  subject  to 
the  exceptions  in  §  405.4S5(c) ),  a  pro¬ 
vider’s  Investment  In  plant,  property,  and 
equipment  related  to  patient  care,  and 
fimds  deposited  by  a  provider  which 
leases  plant,  property,  or  equipment  re¬ 
lated  to  patient  care  which  are  found  to 
be  expenditures  which  have  not  been 
submitted  to  the  designated  planning 
agency  as  required  or  have  been  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  inconsistent  with  health  fa¬ 
cility  planning  requirements  (see  42  CFR 
100.101-100.110)  are  not  included  in  the 
provider's  equity  capital  for  ocunputing 
the  allowance  for  a  reasonable  return  on 
equity  capital. 

(4)  With  respect  to  a  facility  or  any 
tangible  assets  of  a  facility  acquired  be¬ 
fore  August  1970,  the  excess  of  the  price 
paid  for  such  facility  or  assets  over  the 
fair  market  value  of  tangible  assets  at 
the  time  of  purchase  is  includable  in 
equity,  capital  to  the  extent  that  it  is 
reasonable  except  that  the  cumulative  al¬ 
lowable  rettmi  for  such  excess  shall  not 
exceed  100  percent  of  such  excess.  For 
purposes  of  this  section,  the  cumulative 
allowable  return  means  the  sum  of  the 
rate  of  return  on  equity  capital  for  all 
months  starting  from  August  1, 1970.  For 
exanmle.  If  the  rates  of  return  on  equity 
capital  for  a  provider  are  9  percent  for 
the  first  year  (and  such  year  started 
August  1,  1970),  8.5  percent  for  the  sec¬ 
ond  year,  and  10.5  percent  for  the  third 
year,  the  cumulative  allowable  return  at 
the  end  of  the  third  year  would  be  28 
percent.  After  the  cumulative  allowable 
return  equals  100  percent,  the  inclusion 
in  equity  capital  of  the  excess  shall  no 
longer  be  allowable. 

Example  of  calculation  of  cumulative  al¬ 
lowable  return.  Provider  X  purchased  a  facil¬ 
ity  on  July  1,  1969,  paying  $100,000  In  excess 
of  the  fair  market  value  of  the  assets  ac¬ 
quired.  Provider  X  files  Its  cost  report  on  a 
calendar-year  basis.  Tbe  rate  of  return  on 
equity  capital  for  August  1.  1970-December 
31,  1970  (  4.538  percent).  Is  obtained  by  mul¬ 
tiplying  the  rate  of  return  for  the  period 
ending  December  81,  1970  (10.891)  by  6/12 
(a  fraction  of  which  the  numerator  is  the 
number  of  months  from  August  1,  1970,  to 
the  end  of  the  cost-reporting  period  and  the 
denominator  Is  the  number  of  months  In  the 
oost-reportlng  period).  The  cumulative  al¬ 
lowable  return  for  Provider  X  for  tbe  period 
August  1,  1970-December  31,  1973  (32.367 
percent)  Is  computed  as  follows: 

Cost  reporting.  Bate  of  return  on 

year  ending:  equity  capital  percent 

Dec.  31,  1970 . . .  4.  638 

Dec.  81,  1971 _  8.969 

Dec.  31,  1972 _  8.891 

Dec.  n,  1973 _ 9.969 


Total _ _ _  32.  367 

(Tbe  $100X>00  paid  in  excess  of  the  fair  mar¬ 
ket  value  of  the  assets  acquired  Is  Included 
In  equity  capital  untU  the  s\im  of  the  rate 
of  return  on  equity  capital  equals  100  per¬ 
cent.  Of  course,  no  paction  of  the  $1(X),000 
may  be  amortiaed  as  an  allowalfie  cost  or  is 


otherwise  allowable  for  any  program  relm- 
bureemeat  purposes  other  than  for  determin¬ 
ing  ttie  provider's  equity  capital.) 

(5)  For  purposes  of  computing  the 
allowable  return,  the  amount  of  equity 
capital  is  the  aventge  investment  during 
the  reporting  period.  The  rate  of  return 
allowed,  as  derived  from  time  to  time 
based  upon  interest  rates  in  accordance 
with  this  principle,  is  determined  by  the 
Social  Security  Administration  and  com¬ 
municated  through  intermediaries.  Re¬ 
turn  on  investment  as  an  element  of 
allowable  costs  is  subject  to  ai^rtion- 
ment  in  the  same  manner  as  otoer  ele¬ 
ments  of  allowable  costs.  For  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  regulation,  the  term  “pro¬ 
prietary  providers"  is  intended  to  dis¬ 
tinguish  providers,  whether  sole  proprie¬ 
torships,  partnerships,  or  corporations, 
that  are  organized  and  operated  with 
the  expectation  of  earning  profit  for  the 
owners,  from  other  providers  that  are 
organized  and  operated  on  a  nonprofit 
basis. 

IFB  DOC.76-148S1  Piled  6-&-75:8:45  am] 


[  20  CFR  Part  405  ] 

[Reg.  No.  6] 

FEDERAL  HEALTH  INSURANCE  FOR  THE 
AGED  AND  DISABLED 

Proposed  Arrangements  for  Services  by 
Home  Health  Agencies 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5  UB.C. 
553),  that  the  amendments  to  Subpart 
L  of  Regulations  No.  5  set  forth  in  tenta¬ 
tive  form  below  are  proposed  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Social  Security  with 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare.  Current  regula¬ 
tions  require  pubHc  or  nonprofit  home 
health  agencies  to  make  arrangements 
for  services  not  provided  directly  through 
agency  employees,  only  with  other  pub¬ 
lic  or  nonprofit  agencies  and  organiza¬ 
tions.  The  proposed  amendments  would 
permit  such  arrangements  to  be  made 
with  proprietary  agencies  and  organiza¬ 
tions  sis'  well. 

In  order  To  psirticipate  in  the  health 
insurance  for  the  aged  and  disabled  pro¬ 
gram,  a  home  health  agency  must  meet 
the  statutory  requirements  of  section 
1861(0)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and, 
SIS  further  specified  by  section  1861  (o) 

(6) ,  certain  conditions  provided  by  regu¬ 
lation  in  the  interest  of  health  and 
safety.  Since  the  beginning  of  the  pro¬ 
gram,  a  public  or  nonprofit  home  health 
stgency  has  been  able  to  qusdify  for  par¬ 
ticipation  by  providing  skilled  nursing 
and  one  other  covered  therapeutic  serv¬ 
ice  (i.e.,  i^iysical  therapy,  speech 
therapy,  occupational  therapy,  medical 
social  services,  or  home  hesdth  aide  serv¬ 
ices)  .  The  public  or  nonprofit  agency  hsu 
been  required  to  provide  at  least  one  of 
the  above  qualifying  services  directly 
through  agency  employees  but  oould  ar¬ 
range  with  another  public  or  nonprofit 
agency  or  orgsuilzation  to  provide  the 
second  qusilifying  service  and  smy  addl- 
tionsJ  services. 
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Before  Medicare,  rlsiting  nurse  organi¬ 
zations  frequently  did  not  furnish  serv¬ 
ices  other  than  skiUed  nursing  services. 
In  many  communities,  visiting  nurse  or¬ 
ganizations  and  official  health  agencies 
were  (and  are  now)  the  only  agencies 
which  provided  any  measure  of  health 
services  to  homebound  patients.  There¬ 
fore.  in  order  to  enable  these  particular 
visiting  nurse  organizations  and  official 
health  agencies  to  qualify  for  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  Medicare  program,  the  Con¬ 
gress  authorized  them  to  provide  home 
health  services  through  arrangements 
with  like  health  care  organizations. 

In  1965.  when  Medicare  was  enacted, 
existing  home  health  agencies  included 
visiting  nurse  associations  established  in 
our  larger  cities,  official  health  agencies 
of  county  or  municipal  governments,  and 
a  few  large  community  hospitals  which 
furnished  home  health  services.  Agencies 
operating  on  a  profit  basis  were  not  in 
existence.  In  anticipation  of  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  home  health  agencies  for 
profit,  the  Congress  authorized  their  par¬ 
ticipation,  subject  to  limitations  specified 
in  the  statute,  with  the  understanding 
expressed  in  the  committee  reports  that 
they  be  self-contained  in  providing  a 
range  of  services  directly,  rather  than 
under  the  arrangements  which  were  in¬ 
tended  to  be  available  through  the  visit¬ 
ing  nurse  organizations  with  like  health 
care  organizations. 

A  major  concern  in  the  administration 
of  the  home  health  benefit  has  been  the 
cost  of  home  health  services  and  this  is 
refiected  in  the  requirements  established 
for  home  health  agencies.  The  Medicare 
program  reimburses  providers  of  services, 
including  home  health  agencies,  for  the 
lesser  of  reasonable  cost  or  customary 
charges  (see  section  1814(b)  of  the  Act. 
42  U.S.C.  1395f(b)).  Because  there  was 
no  history  or  experience  concerning  the 
cost  of  home  health  services,  it  was  de¬ 
termined  that  the  more  conservative  ap¬ 
proach  would  be  to  assure  that  arranged- 
for  services  should  be  obtained  only  from 
agencies  which  themselves  operate  on  a 
nonprofit  basis.  Thus,  the  regulation  was 
consciously  ,4i‘af  ted  to  make  an  explicit 
distinction  between  proprietary  and  non¬ 
profit  home  health  agencies  in  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  participation. 

The  Congress  has  now  acted  to  reduce 
the  basis  for  concern  regarding  excessive 
cost.  Under  section  251(c)  of  Pub.  L.  92- 
603,  the  Social  Security  Amendments  of 
1972  (see  1861(v)  (5)  (A)  of  the  Act— 42 
U.S.C.  1395x(v)  (5)  (A) )  reimbursement 
for  the  reasonable  cost  of  physical  ther¬ 
apy  and  other  therapy  services,  or  serv¬ 
ices  of  other  health-related  personnel 
(other  than  physicians)  furnished  by  a 
provider  of  services  (i.e.,  a  hospital, 
skilled  nursing  facility,  or  home  health 
agency),  rehabilitation  agency,  clinic,  or 
public  health  agency  under  arrangements 
with  others  will  be  limited  to  amounts 
equivalent  to  the  salary  and  other  costs 
Incurred  if  the  services  were  performed 
by  an  employee,  plus  other  costs  such  as 
maintaining  an  office,  travel  expenses, 
and  similar  costs  which  a  therapist  not 
employed  might  have.  With  the  cost  of 
thersq)y  services  under  arrangements 


controlled  by  statute,  we  believe  public 
or  nonpr(ffit  agencies  should  now  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  make  arrangements  for  such 
services  with  proprietary  agencies  or  or¬ 
ganizations  organized  for  profit.  It  should 
be  made  clear  thsit  the  regulations  im¬ 
plementing  section  251(c)  apply  to  the 
services  of  all  health-related  personnel 
other  than  physicians,  including  skilled 
nursing  and  home  health  aide  services. 
Costs  to  the  provider  of  such  services 
could  be  evaluated  and  determined  for 
reimbursement  purposes  under  this  pro¬ 
vision. 

In  addition,  there  are  other  reasons  for 
modifying  the  regulations  relating  to  ar¬ 
rangements  for  services  by  a  home  health 
agency. 

The  Social  Security  Administration’s 
Bureau  of  Health  Insurance  has  been  ad¬ 
vised  that  a  significant  number  of 
home  health  agencies  are  unable  to  em¬ 
ploy  or  appropriately  contract  with  in¬ 
dividual  therapists  or  with  public  or  non¬ 
profit  agencies  or  organizations  for  the 
purpose  of  qualifying  with  skilled  nurs¬ 
ing  and  one  other  useful  therapeutic 
service  or  to  expand  existing  home 
health  programs.  Many  therimists  are 
organized  as  partnerships  and  corpora- 
ticms,  and  in  most,  if  not  all,  instances  as 
organizations  for  profit.  Commimltles 
and  home  health  agencies  may  thus  be 
hard  pressed  to  positively  respond  to  the 
Social  Security  Administration’s  encour¬ 
agement  to  respectively  develop  and  ex¬ 
pand  home  health  services. 

The  Social  Security  Administration 
also  believes  that  the  intent  of  Congress 
in  including  the  home  health  benefit  in 
the  health  insurance  program  is  to  make 
this  benefit  most  viable  and  available  to 
as  many  beneficiaries  as  is  possible,  and 
that  in  the  consideration  of  program  re¬ 
quirements,  viability  and  availability  of 
services  is  to  be  given  priority  where  fea¬ 
sible.  In  consideration  of  the  recent  stat¬ 
utory  limitation  on  the  cost  of  therapy 
services  provided  under  arrangements, 
the  statement  in  the  Congressional  com¬ 
mittee  report  regarding  establishment  of 
agencies  providing  a  wide  range  of  or¬ 
ganized  home  health  services,  the  Social 
Security  Administration’s  continued  en¬ 
couragement  of  the  development,  expan¬ 
sion,  and  utilization  of  services,  and  its 
belief  that  present  regulations  assure 
sufficient  control  of  services  provided  im- 
der  arrangements,  the  Social  Security 
Administration  proposes  revising  S  405.- 
1221  of  its  regulations  to  permit  a  public 
or  nonprofit  home  health  agency  to  make 
arrangements  for  services  with  public, 
nonprofit,  or  proprietary  agencies  or  or¬ 
ganizations.  However,  under  such  cir¬ 
cumstances  the  home  health  agency  is 
not  to  be  considered  merely  a  billing 
agency  but  must  assume  control  and  su¬ 
pervision  of  the  services  imder  arrange¬ 
ments  as  it  does  with  respect  to  services 
it  provides  directly  through  employees. 

Prior  to  the  final  adoption  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  regulations, 
consideration  will  be  given  to  any  data, 
views,  or  argwnents  pertaining  thereto 
which  are  submitted  in  writing  in  tripli¬ 
cate  to  the  Commissioner  of  Social  Secu¬ 
rity,  Department  of  Health,  Education, 


and  Welfare  Building,  Fourth  and  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20201,  on  or  before  July  9,  1975. 

Copies  of  all  comments  received  in 
response  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  at  the  Washington  Inquiries 
Section,  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Social 
Security  Administration,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  North 
Buildliig,  Room  4146,  330  Independence 
Avenue  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 

The  proposed  amendments  are  to  be 
issued  mider  the  authority  contained  in 
sections  1102,  1861(0),  and  1871  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  49  Stat.  647,  as 
amended,  79  Stat.  320,  as  amended,  and 
79  Stat.  331  (42  U.S.C.  1302,  1395x 
(o),  and  1395hh). 

(Catalog  of  Federal  DcHnestlc  Asslsttmce  Pro¬ 
grams  No.  13.800  Healtn  Insurance  for  tbe 
Aged — Hospital  Insurance,  and  No.  13.801 
Health  Insurance  for  the  Aged — Supplemen¬ 
tary  Idedlcal  Insurance) 

Dated:  April  11.  1975. 

J.  B.  Cardwell, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Approved:  June  3, 1975. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

Regulations  No.  5  of  the  Social  Security 
Administration,  as  amoided  (20  CFR 
405),  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Paragraph  (a)  of  9  405.1221  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read: 

§  405.1221  Condition  of  participation: 
Organization,  services,  administra¬ 
tion. 

•  •  •  •  « 

(a)  Standard:  Services  provided.  Part- 
time  or  Intermittent  skilled  nursing 
services  and  at  least  one  other  thera¬ 
peutic  service  (physical,  speech,  or  oc¬ 
cupational  therapy;  medical  social  serv¬ 
ices;  or  home  health  aide  services)  must 
be  made  available  on  a  visiting  basis,  in 
a  place  of  residence  used  as  a  patient’s 
home.  A  public  or  nonprofit  home  health 
agency  must  provide  at  least  one  of  the 
qualifying  services  directly  through 
agency  employees,  but  may  provide  the 
second  qualif^g  service  and  additional 
services  under  arrangements  with 
another  agency  or  organization.  A  pro¬ 
prietary  home  health  agency,  however, 
must  provide  all  services  directly, 
through  agency  employees. 

2.  Paragraph  (h)  of  9  405.1221  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read: 

§405.1221  Condition  of  participation! 
Organization,  services,  administra¬ 
tion. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(h)  Standard:  Services  under  arrange¬ 
ments.  Services  (see  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section)  provided  under  arrange¬ 
ments  must  be  subject  to  a  written  con¬ 
tract  conforming  with  the  requirements 
specified  in  paragraph  (f )  of  this  section 
and  with  the  requirements  of  section 
1861  (w)  of  the  Act  (42  UJ3.C.  1395x(w) ) . 

(FR  Doc.76-14973  Filed  6-6-75;8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coft  Guard 
[33CFRP»ftll7] 

ICGD  76-114] 

ESCATAWPA  RIVER.  MISSISSIPPI 

Proposed  Orawbrtdg*  Operation 
Regulations 

At  the  request  of  the  City  of  Moss 
Point,  Mississippi,  the  Coast  Guard  is 
ooDskiering  revising  the  regulations  for 
the  Mississippi  State  Highway  63  draw* 
bridge  across  the  Eseatawpa  Rhrer,  mile 
lA.  to  change  the  hours  the  draw  need 
not  open  for  the  passage  of  vessels  in 
the  afternoon  from  the  period  3 :25  p.m. 
to  4:00  pjn.  to  the  period  3:25  pjn.  to 
3:45  pm.,  and  from  the  period  4:15  pm. 
to  5:00  p.m.  to  the  period  4:00  pm.  to 
5:00  pm  This  proposed  change  reflects 
more  accurately  the  vehicular  traffic 
patterns  during  these  periods.  The  morn¬ 
ing  hours  will  remain  unchanged. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the 
Ccmunander  (oan) ,  Elighth  Coast  Guard 
District,  CiKtonohouse,  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana  70130.  Bach  person  submitting 
comments  should  include  his  name  and 
oridi-pati.  identify  the  bridge,  and  give  rea¬ 
sons  for  any  recommended  change  in  the 
proposaL  Cc^iles  of  sill  written  communi¬ 
cations  rec^ved  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  Interested  persons  at  the 
office  of  the  Commander,  Eighth  Coast 
Guard  District. 

The  ComuMUider,  Eighth  Coast  Guard 
District,  will  forward  any  comments  re¬ 
ceived  before  July  8.  1975,  with  his  rec- 
ommendatlotts  to  the  Chief,  Office  of 
Marine  Envlronmmit  and  Systems,  who 
will  evaluate  all  communications  reeved 
and  take  Am]  action  on  this  proposal. 
The  proposed  regulations  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  {Ht^xised  that  Part  117  Title  33  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be 
amended  by  revising  f  117.485  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  117.485  Escatawpa  Rirer,  Mmr.  ;  Mis- 
siesippi  State  Highway  63  drawbridge. 
Mile  1.0. 

The  draw  need  not  open  for  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  vesels  from  6:00  am.  to  6:45  am.. 
7:00  a.m.  to  7:30  a.m.,  3:25  p.m.  to  3:45 
pm.,  and  4:00  p.m.  to  5:00  pm.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  on  Nsiticnal  Holi¬ 
days.  At  all  other  times  the  draw  shall 
open  promptly  on  signal. 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  S62.  as  amended,  sec.  6(g) 
(2).  80  Stat.  637;  (33  UA.C.  499,  49  PJ3.C. 
1656(g)(2));  49  CFR  1.46(C)(5),  83  CFR 
1J06-1  (e)(4)). 

Dated:  May  28. 1975. 

R.  L  PaicE, 

Rear  Admiral.  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief.  Ofhce  of  Marime  Envi¬ 
ronment  and  Systems. 

IHt  Doe.75-14063  FUed  6-6-76:8:45  am] 


[46  CFR  Part  146] 

(OOD  74-9961 

CARRIAGE  OF  PORTABLE  TANK 
Praposad  DOT  SpacificalioM  Packaging 

The  Coast  Guard  is  considering 
amending  the  dangerous  cargo  regula¬ 
tions  to  allow  the  carriage  trf  a  portable 
tank  having  a  gross  weight  of  55,000 
pounds  or  less. 

l^rlffcn  comments.  Interested  persons 
are  invited  to  participate  in  this  prt^xised 
nilnnaking  by  submitting  written  data, 
views,  or  argmnents  on  the  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  document  to  the  Executive 
Secretary,  Marine  Safety  Council  (G- 
CMC/82) ,  Room  8234,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Headquarters,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Wadiington,  D.C.  20590.  (Telephone  202- 
428-1477) .  Each  person  submitting  com¬ 
ments  ^ould  include  his  name  and  ad¬ 
dress,  identify  the  notice  (CGD  74-292) , 
any  specific  wording  recommended,  and 
reasons  for  any  recommended  changes. 
CTomments  received  win  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 
Room  8234,  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion.  Nasslf  Building.  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW..  Washington,  D.C.  Copies  will  be 
furrdshed  upon  payment  of  fees  pre¬ 
scribed  in  49  CFR  7.81. 

Pubhe  hearing.  The  Coast  Guard  will 
holding  a  hearing  on  July  1, 1975  at  9:30 
a.m.  in  Room  8334,  Depaitment  of  Trans¬ 
portation,  Nasslf  Building,  400  Seventh 
Street,  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  Interested 
persons  are  invited  to  attend  the  hearing 
and  present  oral  or  written  statements  on 
this  proposal.  It  is  requested  that  anyone 
desiring  to  attend  the  hearing  notify  the 
Executive  Secretary  of  the  time  needed 
for  his  presentation  at  least  ten  dasrs 
before  the  day  the  public  hearing  is  held. 
Written  summaries  or  copies  of  oral  pres¬ 
entations  are  encouraged. 

Closing  date  for  comments.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  before  July  16, 1975 
will  be  evaluated  before  final  action  is 
taken  on  this  proposal.  TTie  pn^xjsed 
amendment  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  commmts  received. 

Under  the  authority  erf  46  U.S.C.  170 
(11).  the  Commandant  (rf  the  Ckwst 
Guard  may  exempt  any  vessel  or  class  of 
vessels  from  any  provisions  of  the  Dan¬ 
gerous  (Targo  Act  (R.S.  4472,  as  amended; 
46  U.S.C.  170)  or  any  regulations  or  parts 
at  regulations  established  under  that  Act 
when  he  finds  that  a  vessel,  route,  area 
of  operation,  condition  of  tiie  voyage, 
or  o^er  circumstances  render  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  Act  or  regulation  unneces¬ 
sary  for  the  purposes  of  safety. 

On  June  11, 1960  (25  FR  5236) .  46  CFR 
146.05-5  Increased  the  gross  wei^t  of 
DOT  specification  portable  tanks  from 
8,000  pounds  to  20,000  poimds.  Since  1960, 
the  Commandant.  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  has 
permitted,  under  the  authority  of  46 
UJ5.C.  170(11),  the  carriage  by  vessels 
of  DOT  specification  tanks  that  exceed 
the  20,000  pound  limitation  after  finding 
that  this  carriage  secured  the  necessary 
provisions  against  the  hazards  of  health, 
life,  limb,  and  property,  the  stated  ob¬ 
jectives  of  the  Dangerous  Cargo  Act  No 


report  of  accidents  due  to  the  increased 
weight  of  the  tanks  has  been  received  by 
tbe  Coast  Guard.  Because  of  the  favor¬ 
able  experience  in  the  permitted  car¬ 
riage,  the  Liquid  aixi  Bulk  Tank  Divl- 
sion  of  Fniehauf  Corporation  has  pe¬ 
titioned  the  Chast  Guard  to  amend  the 
regulations  by  increasing  the  gross 
weight  of  DOT  specification  tanks  from 
20/)00  pounds  to  55,000  pounds. 

In  consideration  of  that  petition  tbe 
Coast  Guard  proposes  to  amend  46  CTR 
Part  146  as  follows: 

1.  By  revoking  S  146i)5-5(h)  which 
increased  tbe  gross  weight  limitation  for 
DOT  specification  tanks  from  8,000 
pounds  to  20,000  pounds. 

2.  By  striking  the  figures  “8,000”  and 
“20,000”  aherever  they  appear  in  fiS  146.- 
21-100,  146.23-100.  146.24-100.  and  146.- 
25-200  and  inserting  “55J)00”  in  place 
thereof. 

3.  By  striking  the  figme  “20,000”  in 
the  second  and  third  sentences  in  i  146.- 
07-l(b)(4)  and  inserting  the  figure 
“55,0(X)”  in  place  thereof. 

Coast  Guard  has  det^xnlned  that 
the  proposal  in  this  document  would  have 
no  forseeable  significant  impact  on  the 
quali^  of  the  human  environinmit.  An 
environmental  assessment  with  a  nega¬ 
tive  declaration  has  been  drafted.  CkHiies 
of  this  draft  may  be  obtained  in  Room 
6306,  Coast  Guard  Headquarters.  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20590.  Interested  persons 
are  invited  to  commait  on  this  draft 
statement. 

(RA.  4472,  at  amentfed  (46  UA.C.  170),  tec. 
6(b)(1).  80  Stat.  987  (49  UA.C.  1656(b)(1)); 
49  CPB  1.46(b) ) 

Dated :  June  4, 1975. 

W.M.  BamoRT. 

Rear  Admiral,  US.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Safety. 

(PR  Doc.76-14964  Filed  6-6-75;8:45  am] 


Federal  Highway  Administration 
[Docket  No.  75-4;  Nottoe  8] 

[23  CFR  Part  658 J 
NATIONAL  MAXIMUM  SPEED  UMIT 

Proposed  State  Certification  of  Speed  Limit 
Enforcement 

This  notice  proposes  an  ammdment  to 
23  CFR  Part  658  relating  to  State  eertifl- 
cation  of  the  enforcement  of  the  national 
maytmiim  speed  limit,  pursuant  to  sec- 
tkm  107  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act 
Amendments  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-643,  80 
Stat.  2281,  (23  UH.C.  141) .  The  proposed 
amendment  reflects  comments  made  In 
response  to  a  notice  published  March  6, 
1975  (40  FR  10481).  The  balance  of  the 
requlrem^ts  proposed  by  tbe  March  6 
ixrtloe  are  adr^rted  by  a  iMtioe  publL^ed 
in  today’s  edition  of  the  Feossal  Rec- 
l5TEBat40FR34519. 

The  March  6  notice  proposed  a  pro¬ 
cedure  whereby  each  State,  upon  certify¬ 
ing  its  enforcement  of  tbe  speed  limit, 
would  submit  data  relating  to  mforce- 
ment  efforts  and  to  the  speeds  observed 
on  State  roada.  The  Department  la  oon- 
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sidering  changes  from  the  version  pro¬ 
posed  b7  the  March  6  notice.  The  changes 
would  reflect  comments  from  several 
States  and  organizations  and  should 
serve  to  lighten  the  administrative  bur¬ 
den  of  complying  with  the  regulation. 
Before  discussing  the  specific  changes, 
it  is  necessary  to  respond  to  several 
widely-expressed  objections  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation. 

Several  comments  objected  to  what 
was  seen  as  a  Federal  assumption  that 
the  States  could  not  be  trusted  to  en¬ 
force  the  speed  limit.  The  objection  stems 
from  a  belief  that  the  proposed  require¬ 
ments  for  enforcement  and  speed  moni¬ 
toring  data  would  not  be  necessary  if  the 
Federal  government  intended  to  accept 
the  States’  certificates  of  enforcement  in 
good  faith. 

In  proposing  the  data  requirements, 
the  Department  acted  with  the  knowl¬ 
edge  that  the  55  mph  enforcement  had 
been  diligently  pursued  by  the  States  in 
1974,  and  with  the  expectation  that  these 
efforts  would  continue.  Without  excep¬ 
tion,  the  States’  comments  affirmed  their 
intent  to  maintain  enforcement  despite 
adversity. 

However,  in  order  for  there  to  be  a 
true  national  picture  of  the  status  of  the 
55  mph  speed  limit,  a  bare  certificate  of 
enforcement  appeared  to  be  of  little 
value.  To  carry  out  its  responsibility  un¬ 
der  the  Act,  the  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  therefore  proposed  that  a  basic 
amount  of  Information  be  included  with 
the  certificate.  The  data  would  show  na¬ 
tionwide  speed  and  enforcement  trends 
and  should  be  most  useful  to  the  States 
for  their  enforcement  planning. 

Several  comments  asserted  that  the 
new  certification  provision  (23  UJS.C. 
141)  provides  only  for  a  certificate  and 
that  the  Department  therefore  has  no 
authority  to  require  more.  Althoiigh  the 
section  Itself  does  not  create  express  au¬ 
thority  to  require  the  States  to  submit 
data,  the  provisions  of  23  U.S.C.  315, 
“Rules,  regulations  and  recommenda¬ 
tions’’,  authorize  the  Secretary  to  pre¬ 
scribe  and  promulgate  all  needful  rule^ 
and  regulations  for  the  canning  out  of 
the  provisions  of  this  title.”  ’The  Informa¬ 
tion  sought  In  the  case  of  the  enforce¬ 
ment  and  observance  data  requirements 
of  Part  658  Is  considered  needful  for  the 
carrying  out  of  the  speed  limit  and  size 
and  weight  provisions  of  ’Title  23. 

A  niunber  of  comments  challenged  the 
goals  set  out  In  the  preamble  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  for  speed  limit  observEince  by  mo¬ 
torists.  The  goals  were  not  proposed  as 
mandatory  requirements,  as  some  com- 
menters  feared,  but  as  targets  to  be 
worked  toward.  The  proposed  goal  of  90 . 
percent  observance  within  3  years  met 
with  general  skepticism.  ‘The  Depart¬ 
ment  agrees  that  the  goal  Is  ambitious 
and  that,  as  many  pointed  out.  Its  ac¬ 
complishment  depends  less  on  law  en¬ 
forcement  efforts  than  on  the  public’s 
willingness  to  cooperate.  Now  that  there 
are  no  gas  lines  as  a  dally  reminder  of 
fuel  shortages,  government  must  fsdl 
back  on  public  information  efforts  to 
maintain  a  sense  of  public  urgency  con¬ 


cerning  energy  conservation.  The  need 
for  conservation  is  no  less  pressing  than 
in  January  1974,  and  it  is  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  of  all  levels  of  government  to  keep  the 
public  informed  of  the  problem.  Simi¬ 
larly,  the  savings  in  lives  and  injuries 
which  resulted  from  reducing  speeds  in 
1974  can  be  a  permanent  savings  if  the 
lower  speeds  are  maintained.  The  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  will  do  its 
part  to  promote  public  understanding 
through  a  nationwide  media  campaign. 

Several  comments  expressed  concern 
about  the  intent  of  the  statement  in  the 
March  6  notice  that  the  Department  con¬ 
siders  knowledge  of  actual  speeds  “to  be 
essential  to  enforcement  planning”  (40 
FR  at  10482) .  Those  who  objected  to  this 
statement  read  into  It  an  intent  to  as¬ 
sert  Federal  control  over  enforcement  by 
State  and  local  personnel. 

Such  an  enforcement  takeover  is 
neither  possible  nor  desirable,  and  is  in 
no  way  planned  by  the  D^artment. 
With  this  disclaimer,  however,  the  state¬ 
ment  bears  paraphrasing:  in  its  speed 
limit  enforcement  planning,  a  State 
must  know  where  high  speeds  are  likely 
if  it  is  to  efficiently  allocate  its  enforce¬ 
ment  resources.  The  Judgment  as  to  how 
much  data  to  collect  lies  with  each  State. 
The  proposed  requirement  only  provides 
that  summary  statistics  must  be  supplied. 
The  volume  of  data  for  these  summaries 
is  not  ^>ecified,  nor  is  the  ccmtent  spec¬ 
ified  beyond  the  bare  minimum  which  is 
generally  essential  to  statistical  credibil¬ 
ity.  ’The  Department  is  preparing  tech¬ 
nical  material  to  Inform  the  States  about 
the  statistical  implications  of  various 
aspects  of  monitoring,  such  as  the  choice 
of  equipment,  sample  sizes,  and  measure¬ 
ment  duration.  'This  material  ceui  be  used 
as  a  guide  by  the  States  in  developing  a 
statistically  reliable  speed  measurement 
program.  A  nmnber  of  States  indicated 
that  they  presently  collect  data  in  a 
fashion  that  accords  with  the  proposed 
requirements  of  §658.7  (c)  and  (d).  In 
many  cases,  the  current  State  planning 
efforts  would  provide  an  adequate  base  to 
collect  data  meeting  these  requirements. 

A  final  concern  that  was  frequently  ex¬ 
pressed  in  the  comments  to  the  March 
6  proposal  relates  to  the  speed  monitor¬ 
ing  program  that  the  Department  in¬ 
tends  to  undertake.  The  program  is  not 
designed  to  Impeach  the  validity  of  the 
States'  monitoring  efforts,  but  rather  to 
work  out  new  speed  profile  analysis  tech¬ 
niques,  to  liable  the  States  to  maintain 
up-to-date  statistics  of  speed  pattern, 
and  to  provide  Information  and  assist¬ 
ance  to  States  where  particular  problems 
are  encountered. 

The  specific  points  addressed  by  the 
comm«its  tended  to  focus  on  the  work¬ 
load  created  by  data  cc^ectlon  efforts, 
particularly  as  such  efforts  would  Involve 
local  as  well  as  State  enforcement  agen¬ 
cies.  Many  States  expressed  the  opinion 
that  local  records  were  either  inade¬ 
quate  for  the  purposes  of  the  regulation, 
beyond  the  auttiorlty  of  States  to  collect, 
or  inordinately  expensive  to  assemble. 

After  considering  the  coordination 
problems  presented  by  a  requirement  to 


get  local  data,  and  after  considering  the 
capacity  of  the  State  agencies  to  report 
on  the  majority  of  high  volume-high 
speed  highways,  the  Department  has  ten¬ 
tatively  concluded  that  the  data  should 
be  confined  to  data  from  State  agencies. 
Appropriate  corrections  are  therefore 
proposed  in  §  658.7  to  delete  require¬ 
ments  for  collection  of  local  enforcement 
data. 

A  second  specific  point  relates  to  the 
time  period  for  which  enforcement  data 
were  to  be  submitted  pursuant  to  §  658.7 
(c)(4).  Several  comments  pointed  out 
that  the  proposed  language  could  permit 
a  State  to  certify  on  January  1,  1976, 
using  data  obtained  during  1974.  To  clar¬ 
ify  the  requirement,  the  Department  pro¬ 
poses  to  change  the  section  to  specify 
reports  for  each  month  of  the  twelve 
month  period  ending  on  the  September 
30  before  the  date  on  which  certification 
is  required.  Thus,  before  January  1, 1977, 
the  States  would  present  data  for  each 
mon^  from  Octol^r  1,  1975,  to  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1976.  The  initial  certification,  on 
or  before  January  1, 1976,  wovild  have  to 
cover  only  that  part  of  1975  between  the 
effective  date  of  this  regulaticxi  and  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1975.  States  with  partial  data 
from  periods  before  the  effective  date  of 
the  regulation  are  mcouraged  to  submit 
>  It  with  their  certification. 

Several  comments  suggested  that  ad¬ 
ditional  requirements  should  be  Included 
to  gather  data  on  convictions  and  other 
Judicial  dispositicms.  Such  requirements 
would  give  rise  to  problems  of  centralized 
data  collection  similar  to  those  that  M- 
fect  the  local  law  enf(M*cement  agencies. 
The  suggestion  is  not  adopted  at  this 
time. 

Michigan  and  Maryland  noted  that 
their  police  do  not  record  warnings,  and 
that  compliance  with  658.7(c)  (4)  would 
therefore  require  creation  of  new  paper¬ 
work.  To  accommodate  States  in  similar 
situations,  the  proposed  requirement  for 
reporting  the  number  of  warnings  has 
been  deleted  from  the  paragraph. 

Paragraph  (d)  was  widely  miscon¬ 
strued  as  requiring  a  certain  level  of 
speed  monitoring  by  the  States.  State 
highway  patrols  were  particularly  con¬ 
cerned  about  the  potential  diversion  of 
police  personnel  from  high  hazard  areas 
to  areas  with  higher  speeds  but  few  acci¬ 
dents.  The  proposed  section  would  re¬ 
quire  only  that  the  States  submit  “infor¬ 
mation  relating  to  observance  of  the 
speed  limit  by  motorists.”  Subparagraph 
(1)  would  require  a  description  of  the 
State  program,  and  subparagraph  (2) 
would  require  the  data  obtained  In  the 
program  to  be  classified  in  a  consistent 
fashion.  These  data  requirements  should 
prov9  flexible  enough  to  accommodate  a 
variety  ot  State  practices  without  caus¬ 
ing  dislocations.  In  keeping  with  the 
change  In  enforcement  data,  observance 
data  would  be  required  only  from  high¬ 
ways  on  the  State  system. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  proposed 
that  §  658.7  be  adopted  in  23  CFR  Part 
658  to  read  as  follows: 


FEOCtAL  teetSTER,  VOi.  40,  NO.  Ill— MONDAY,  JUNE  9,  1975 


24534 


PROPOSED  RULES 


PART  658^NATIONAL  MAXIMUM  SPEED 

LIMIT;  MAXIMUM  VEHICLE  SIZE  AND 

WEIGHT 

§  658.7  Certification  of  speed  limit  en¬ 
forcement. 

In  order  to  obtain  approval  of  Federal- 
aid  projects  under  23  U.S.C.  106,  the 
Governor  of  each  State,  or  an  official 
designated  by  the  Governor,  shall  certify 
to  the  Federal  Highway  Administration 
bef(H‘e  January  1  of  each  year  that  the 
State  is  enforcing  the  national  maximum 
speed  limit  of  55  miles  per  hour.  The  cer¬ 
tification  shaU  consist  of  the  following 
elements: 

(a)  A  statement  signed  by  the  Gover¬ 
nor,  or  by  an  official  designated  by  the 
Governor,  certifying  that  the  State  is 
enforcing  the  national  maximum  speed 
limit. 

(b)  Copies  of  any  State  laws,  regula¬ 
tions,  or  administrative  orders  relating 
to  enforcement  of  the  55  mph  speed  lim¬ 
it,  which  were  adopted  after  the  date  of 
the  statement  required  by  S  658.6,  and 
which  have  not  b^n  Included  in  earlier 
certifications  under  this  section. 

(c)  Information  relating  to  enforce¬ 
ment,  as  foUows : 

(1)  The  number  of  miles  of  State 
highways  having  posted  or  allowable 
speeds  of  55  miles  per  hour. 

(2)  The  approximate  portion  of  the 
mileage  listed  in  (1)  on  which  the  State 
has  patrol  responsibility.  Including  por¬ 
tions  on  which  the  State  shares  respon¬ 
sibility  with  local  law  enforcement  agen¬ 
cies. 

(3)  -The  State  administrative  orders  or 
Instructions  regarding  enforcement 
agency  policy  on  enforcement  of  the  55 
mile  per  hour  limit. 

(4)  The  number  of  citations  Issued  by 
State  agencies  for  violation  of  the  55 
mph  speed  limit  during  each  month  of 
the  12-month  period  ending  on  the 
September  30  before  the  date  by  which 
certlfioation  is  required. 

(d)  Information  relating  to  observ¬ 
ance  of  the  speed  limit  by  motorists  <hi 
the  State  highway  system,  as  follows: 

(1)  A  description  of  the  State  pro¬ 
gram  for  monitoring  speeds  for  the  12- 
month  period  ending  on  September  30 
before  the  date  by  which  certification  is 
required,  including  the  number  of  sta¬ 
tions  for  each  type  of  highway,  the  basis 
for  determining  the  number  and  loca¬ 
tion  of  stations,  the  frequency  and  dura¬ 
tion  of  operations,  and  the  total  sample 
size  and  basis  for  sample  selection. 

(2)  The  siunmary  statistics  derived 
from  the  data  obtained  from  the  moni¬ 
toring  program,  classified  according  to 
highway  type  (Interstate  nual.  Inter¬ 
state  luhan,  other  multi-lane  divided 
rural  and  urban,  mtUor  nondlvided  rural, 
etc.),  indicating  the  average  speed,  the 
median  speed,  the  85th  percentile  speed, 
and  the  percent  of  motorists  exce^ng 
55,  60,  and  65  miles  per  hour  for  the  12- 
month  period  ending  on  September  30 
before  the  date  by  which  certification  is 
required. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  Uie  docket  niunber 
and  be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section, 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin- 
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istration,  R(X)m  5108, 400  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  10  copies 
be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
Indicated  below  will  be  considered,  and 
will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  comments  filed  after  the  closing 
date  will  also  be  considered.  However, 
the  rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at 
any  time  after  that  date,  and  comments 
received  after  the  closing  date  and  too 
late  for  consideration  in  regard  to  the 
action  will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for 
future  rulemaking.  Relevant  material 
will  continue  to  be  filed  as  it  becomes 
available  in  the  docket  after  the  closing 
date,  and  it  is  reconunended  that  in¬ 
terested  persons  continue  to  examine  the 
docket  for  new  material. 

Comment  closing  date:  June  30. 1975. 

(Secs.  106.  107,  114,  Pub.  L.  93-643,  80  Stat. 
3281;  (23  U.8.C.  127,  141,  164;  23  UJS.C.  816); 
delegations  at  49  CFlt  1.48  and  1.60) 

Issued  on  June  3, 1975. 

Norbert  T.  Tiemann, 
Federal  Highway  Administrator. 

James  B.  Gregory, 
National  Hightoay  Traffic 
Safety  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-14924  Filed  6-4-75;  11 :26  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[40CFR  Parts  33.  35] 

(FRL  386-1) 

MINIMUM  STANDARDS  FOR  PROCURE¬ 
MENT  UNDER  EPA  GRANTS 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

This  notice  extends  the  period  for  com¬ 
ment  on  the  proposed  amendments  to 
EPA’s  grant  regulations  which  were  pub- 
Ushed  on  May  9. 1975  (40  FR  20296) .  The 
proposed  new  Part  33  would  establish 
minimum  standards  for  procurement 
under  all  grants  except  those  for  con¬ 
struction  of  treatment  works;  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  Part  35  would  add 
policies  and  procedures  governing  pro¬ 
curement  of  personal  and  professional 
services  to  the  existing  regulations  gov¬ 
erning  procurement  under  grants  for 
construction  of  treatment  worics,  and 
'would  make  some  changes  in  those  exist¬ 
ing  regulations. 

Requests  for  extensions  to  the  com¬ 
ment  period  have  been  received  fnxn  a 
number  of  parties.  Because  of  the  desire 
of  this  Agency  to  be  responsive  to  and 
consider  the  views  of  all  affected  parties, 
while  at  the  same  time  not  to  unduly 
delay  the  prcMnulgation  of  final  rules, 
EPA  has  decided  to  extend  the  comment 
period  through  July  15, 1975. 

Several  comments  already  received  in¬ 
dicate  that  there  is  some  misunderstand¬ 
ing  about  the  intent  of  the  proposed  re¬ 
quirements  included  in  S  35.937  and,  par¬ 
ticularly,  S§  35.937-4  and  35.937-6  there¬ 
of.  It  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Agency  or 
of  the  proposed  regulations  to  require 
grantees  to  solicit  “bids”  for  personal  and 
professional  services,  such  as  engineering 
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services,  nor  to  require  grantees  to  com¬ 
pare  the  cost  proposals  of  competing 
firms  with  which  it  is  negotiating.  The 
basis  of  final  selection  would  remain  the 
grantee’s  choice.  The  regulations  would 
require,  however,  that  for  all  contracts  in 
excess  of  $100,000,  the  proposed  costs  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  selected  offerer  be  analyzed. 
The  final  regulation,  when  promulgated, 
will  Include  revised  language  to  clarify 
this  point. 

Interested  parties  and  government 
agencies  are  again  encouraged  to  submit 
written  comments,  views  or  data  to  the 
Director,  Grants  Administration  Division 
(PM  216),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  Washington.  D.C.  20460.  All  such 
submissions  received  on  or  before  July  15, 
1975,  will  be  considered  prior  to  the 
promulgation  of  final  rules. 

Dated:  Jime  5, 1975. 

Alvin  L.  Alm, 
Assistant  Administrator 
for  Planning  and  Management. 

[FR  Doc.76-16067  Filed  &-6-76;8:46  am] 

[40CFRPart52] 

[FRL  876-2] 

APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGATION  OF 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Prevention  of  Significant  Air  Quality 
Deterioration 

On  December  5.  1974  (39  FR  42510), 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  published  final  regu¬ 
lations  for  the  prevention  of  significant 
deterioration  of  air  quality  applicable  in 
all  55  States  and  territories.  The  plan 
for  preventing  significant  deterioration, 
as  set  forth  on  December  5,  is  imple¬ 
mented  through  a  preconstruction  review 
of  major  stationary  sources  to  determine 
if  construction  of  such  sources  in  a  par¬ 
ticular  area  would  cause  a  violation  of 
specified  air  quality  increments.  The 
preamble  to  the  December  5th  regula¬ 
tions  Indicated  that  as  a  result  of  public 
comments  on  the  proposed  significant 
deterioration  regulations,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  was  considering  the  addition  of 
other  sources  to  the  preconstruction  re¬ 
view  requirements,  "nils  notice  proposes 
the  addition  of  ferroalloy  production 
facilities  to  the  list  at  this  time  and 
describes  the  criteria  the  Administrator 
Intends  to  use  in  adding  further  sources 
in  the  future. 

The  criteria  the  Administrator  intends 
to  adopt  for  subjecting  sources  to  the 
new  source  review  requirements  of  the 
significant  deterioration  regulation  are 
as  follows: 

1.  A  new  source  performance  standard 
for  sulfur  dioxide  (SOi)  or  particulate 
matter  (TSP)  has  been  established  for 
the  source  or  any  facility  of  the  source 
imder  Part  60  of  this  chapter,  and 

2.  The  established  new  source  perform¬ 
ance  standard  will  allow  any  anticipated 
future  plant  affected  by  the  standard  to 
emit  SO>  or  TSP  in  excess  of  25  pounds 
per  hour  from  the  affected  facffity  or 
facilities. 

As  new  source  performance  standards 
are  proposed,  they  will  be  examined  to 
determine  If.  based  on  the  allowable 
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embsion  limit  and  the  expected  size  of 
new  plants,  the  25  pounds  per  hour 
criterion  would  be  exceeded.  Where  the 
affected  facility  or  facilities  could  ex¬ 
ceed  this  criterion,  the  proposal  of  the 
new  source  performance  standard  will 
also  include  a  proposal  to  add  such  plants 
to  the  list  of  sources  subject  to  the 
significant  cieterioration  review;  how¬ 
ever,  only  those  size  plants  which  will 
exceed  the  25  pounds  per  hour  emission 
limitation  will  be  required  to  undergo 
the  preconstruction  review. 

Only  ferroalloy  production  facilities 
are  proposed  to  be  added  at  tliis  time, 
since  they  are  the  only  sources  not  al¬ 
ready  subject  to  the  significant  deterio¬ 
ration  regulation  which  meet  the  above 
criteria.  No  restrictions  are  placed  on  the 
size  ferroalloy  production  facility  sub- 
jecti  to  the  review,  since  all  plants  from 
this  source  category  affected  by  the  new 
source  performance  standard  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  of  suflBcient  size  to  exceed 
the  emission  limitation  criterion. 

Consideration  was  given  to  several 
other 'Source  selection  criteria,  including 
not  combining  the  selection  of  additional 
sources  with  establishment  of  new  source 
performance  standards.  However,  a  re¬ 
view  of  more  than  150  candidate  sources 
revealed  that  the  Agency's  vigorous  on¬ 
going  new  source  performance  standard 
program  is  orientated  toward  those 
sources  capable  of  having  major  impacts 
on  the  air  quality  increments.  In  view  of 
the  requirement  for  sources  affected  by 
the  si^ficant  deterioration  regulation 
to  use  best  available  control  technology, 
and  since  meeting  a  new  source  per¬ 
formance  standard  satisfies  this  re¬ 
quirement,  the  Administrator  has  con¬ 
cluded  the  most  logical  approach  for  fu¬ 
ture  addition  of  sources  would  be 
through  combining  the  addition  of 
sources  subject  to  the  significant  dete¬ 
rioration  review  with  proposals  for  new 
source  performance  standards.  The  pro- 
ix)sed  approach  will  provide  a  clear  and 
uniform  definition  of  best  available  con¬ 
trol  technology  for  sources  which  become 
subject  to  the  significant  deterioration 
regulation  in  the  future. 

The  Administrator  also  considered 
various  emission  rate  Umitations  as  a 
cut-off  criteria  for  adding  sources  to  the 
preconstruction  requirements  of  the  reg¬ 
ulation.  A  cut-off  criterion  of  25  r>ounds 
per  hour  was  selected  to  preclude  numer¬ 
ous  preconstruction  reviews  of  well-con¬ 
trolled  sources  which  have  only  minor 
Impact  on  the  specified  air  quality  incre¬ 
ments.  Also,  the  focus  on  major  sources 
essentially  regulates  the  basic  economic 
structure  or  framework  of  an  area. 
Therefore,  if  the  major  sources  are  re¬ 
stricted  or  prohibited  in  an  area,  the 
growth  of  smaller  sources,  which  often 
depend  to  a  certain  extent  on  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  the  major  sources^  will  Ukewlse 
be  restricted.  Consequently,  it  is  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator’s  judgement  that  reasonable 
protection  of  the  deterioration  incre¬ 
ments  can  be  obtained  by  continuing  to 
focus  on  major  sources. 

The  Administrator  recognizes  that  fu¬ 
ture  air  quality  may  require  a  change  in 
the  proposed  selection  criteria;  such 
changes  will  be  adopted  as  necessary  to 
ensure  that  the  provisions  and  intent  of 
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the  December  5th  regulations  are  com¬ 
plied  with. 

Comments  on  tlae  proposed  changes 
and  the  Administrator’s  plan  for  sub¬ 
jecting  additional  sources  to  the  precon¬ 
struction  review  requirements  are 
solicited,  and  should  be  forwarded  (in 
triplicate)  to  the  Office  of  Air  Quality 
Planning  and  Standards,  Envlronmentsd 
Protection  Agency,  Research  Triangle 
Pai-k,  N.C.  27711,  attn:  Mr.  Kent  Berry. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  9, 1975,  will  be  considered.  Com¬ 
ments  received  will  be  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Office  of  Public  Af¬ 
fairs,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20460. 

(Secs.  110(c),  301(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857c-5(c)  1857g(a)) 

Dated:  June  2, 1975. 

Russell  E.  Train, 
Administrator. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  52  of 
Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  as  follows: 

1.  In  S  52.21,  paragraph  (d)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows; 

§  52.21  Prevention  of  significant  deteri* 
uralion* 

•  «  •  •  • 

(d)  *  •  • 

{!)•*• 

(xix)  Ferroalloy  production  facilities. 
*  •  •  •  * 

(FR  Doc.75-14996  Filed  6-6-75;8;45  am) 

[  40  CFR  Part  136  ] 

[FRL  368-2] 

ANALYSIS  OF  POLLUTANTS 

Proposed  Guidelines  for  Establishing  Test 
Procedures 

The  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Is  considering  amendments  to  Part  136 
of  Title  40,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
setting  forth  Guidelines  Establishing 
Test  Procedures  for  the  Analysis  of  Pol¬ 
lutants.  These  amendments  would  cor¬ 
rect  minor  errors  and  include  additional 
parameters  and  analytical  methods  in 
5  136.3,  “Identification  of  Test  Proce¬ 
dures.”  The  guidelines  were  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  Tuesday, 
October  16.  1973  (38  FR  28757). 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  Office  of  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment,  Quality  Assurance  Division 
(RD-687.  EPA,  Washington,  D.C.  20460 
on  or  before  July  24,  1975.  All  comments 
which  are  received  within  this  time  pe¬ 
riod  will  be  considered  before  final  ac¬ 
tion  is  taken  on  this  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  Copies  of  all  comments  received 
will  be  available  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons  in  Room  3100D,  Water¬ 
side  MaU  BuUding,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460.  The  proposed 
amendment  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
the  comments  received. 

Section  136.3  identified  the  test  pro¬ 
cedures  which  must  be  used  in  any  certi¬ 
fication  pursuant  to  section  401  or  per¬ 
mit  application  pursuant  to  section  402 
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of  the  Federal  V/ater  Pollution  Control 
Act  Amendments  of  1972  (86  Stat.  816 
et  seq..  Pub.  L.  92-500  (1972) ) .  It  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  make  minor  wording  changes 
and  correct  typographical  errors  in  en¬ 
tries  numbered  1.  2,  9,  14,  37,  53,  and  62. 
These  changes  do  not  affect  the  nature  of 
the  parameter  measured  or  the  method  to 
be  used,  but  simply  serve  to  clarify  the 
meaning  of  the  entries  listed. 

Certain  parameters  not  included  in  the 
original  list  have  been  determined  to  be 
significant  in  the  control  of  pollutants 
for  which  the  Agency  has  established 
effluent  limitations.  For  these  param¬ 
eters,  test  procedures  have  been  se¬ 
lected  which  will  provide  reliable  data 
when  tliey  are  employed  with  an  ade¬ 
quate  quality  control  program.  The  ad¬ 
ditional  parameters  are:  2(a) -Dissolved 
Oxygen,  6(a) -Settleable  Solids,  11(a)- 
Elemental  Phosphorus,  12(a) -pH,  36(b)- 
Dissolved  Silica,  51  (a) -Cyanide  Amena¬ 
ble  to  Chlorination,  62(a) -Temperature, 
65(a) -Coliform  Bacteria  (fecal)  in  the 
presence  of  chlorine,  a  separate  test  for 
the  dissolved  moiety  of  each  of  the 
twenty -nine  trace  metals  on  the  list,  and 
tests  for  the  noble  metals  C]rold-27(b), 
Iridium-27(c),  Osmium-34(b) ,  Palla- 
dium-34(c),  Platinum-34 (d),  Rhodium- 
35(b),  and  Ruthenium-35  (c).  It  is 
recognized  that  the  method  specified  for 
elemental  phosphorus  may  be  unreliable 
under  some  circumstances;  it  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  an  “interim”  method.  Hydrogen 
ion  concentration  will  be  measured  elec- 
trometrically,  and  for  purposec  of  this 
regulation  will  be  defined  as  “the  pH  in¬ 
dicated  by  such  measuring  systems. 
Note  that  the  table  also  includes  entries 
for  acidity  and  alkalinity;  these  are  sepa¬ 
rate  parameters  from  pH  and  are  deter¬ 
mined  by  titrating  samples  under  speci¬ 
fied  conditions. 

Certain  entries  on  the  list  w'ill  be 
changed  in  the  interest  of  obtaining 
more  consistent,  accurate  data.  Item  8, 
Ammonia,  will  be  changed  to  permit  use 
of  an  electrometric  probe.  Item  51, 
Cyanide,  will  be  expanded  to  allow  bar¬ 
bituric  acid  as  a  reagent  in  the  test.  The 
Fluoride  test  procedure  (Item  52)  will 
be  relaxed  to  allow  use  of  electrometric 
or  automated  methods  after  a  manual 
distillation  step.  This  distillation  is  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  vital  in  obtaining  complete, 
accurate  measurements.  Oil  and  grease. 
Item  54,  will  be  measured  either  gravi- 
metrically  or  spectrophotometrically, 
thus  allowing  a  better  selectivity  when 
desired.  The  method  for  Benzidine,  Item 
58,  is  being  changed  to  a  revised  chlora- 
mine-T  procedure  which  is  believed  to 
be  the  most  selective  and  sensitive  one 
available  at  this  time. 

It  is  recognized  that  improvements  are 
possible  and  desirable  in  the  methods  for 
cyanide  amenable  to  chlorination,  oil 
and  grease,  and  benzidine.  Constructive, 
well-documented  suggestions  and  com¬ 
ments  regarding  analytical  procedures 
for  these  parameters  are  solicited. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Chapter  I  of  Title  40, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  as  follows: 
§  136.3  [Amended] 

1.  In  §  136.3,  Table  I  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows : 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


Tadlb  I. — IMt  of  approved  teat  procedurca 


Parameter  and  units 


References  (pace  Nos.) 

Method  - - - 

BUndard  ASTM  EPA 

methods  methods 


General  analytical  methods; 

L  Alkalinity  as  CaCOi  milligrams 
CaCOi  per  liter. 

2.  Biological  oxygen  demand,  5-day 

(BOD5),  n^Uigrams  per  litor. 
2(a).  Dissolved  oxygen  milligrams 
per  liter. 

3.  Chei^cal  oxygen  demand  (COD), 

miUigrams  per  liter. 

4.  Total  solids,  milligrams  per  liter. . 
6.  Total  dissolved  (fUtereble)  solids 

milligrams  per  liter. 

6.  Total  suspended  (nonftlterable) 

solids,  milligrams  per  liter. 

0(a).  Bettlwble  solids,  milliliter  per 
liter  or  millinams  per  liter. 

7.  Total  volatile  solids,  n^lligrams 

per  liter. 

8.  Ammonia  (as  N)  >,  milligrams  per 

liter. 

0.  KJcldahl  nitrogen  (as  N),  milli¬ 
grams  per  liter. 

10.  Nitrate  (as  N),  milligrams  per 

liter. 

11.  Total  phosphorous  (as  P),  milli¬ 

grams  per  liter. 


11(a).  Phosphorus  (elemental)*  milli¬ 
grams  per  liter. 

12.  Acidity  milligrams  CaCOi  per 

liter. 

12(a).  Hydrogen  ion  (pH),  pH  units. 

13.  Total  organic  carbon  (TOC), 

milligrams  {)er  Uter. 

14.  Hardness — total,  miUigrams 
CaCOi  per  liter. 

16.  Nitrite  (as  N),  miUigrams  tier 
liter. 

Analytical  methods  for  trace  metals: 

16.  Aluminum— total,*  milligrams 
per  liter. 

16(a).  Aluminum — dissolved,  mllU- 
grams  per  Uter. 

17.  Antimony— total,*  milUgrams 
per  Uter. 

17(a).  Antimony— dissolved,  miUi¬ 
grams  Uter. 

18.  Arsenic— total  milligrams  per 
Uter. 

18(a).  Arsenic — dissolved,  milU¬ 
grams  per  Uter. 

19.  Barium — total,*  miUigrams  i>er 
liter. 

19(a).  Barium— dissolved,  miUi¬ 
grams  pa  Uter. 

20.  BeryUium— total,*  milUgrams 
per  Uter. 

20(a).  BerylUum— dissolved,  milU¬ 
grams  per  Uter. 

21.  Boron — total,  milUgrams  per  Uter.. 

21(a).  Boron— dissolved,  milUgrams 

per  Uter. 

22.  Cadmium— total  *,  milligrams  per 
Uter. 

22(a).  Cadmium— dissolved,  milU¬ 
grams  per  Uter. 

23.  Calcium — total  *,  miUigrams  per 
Uter. 

23(a).  Calcium— dissolved,  miUi¬ 
grams  per  Uter. 

24.  Chromium  VI,  miUigrams  per 
Uter. 

24  (a) .  Chromium  VI — dissolved,  mil¬ 
ligrams  per  Uter. 

25.  Chromium— total  *,  milUgrams 
per  Uter. 

2S(a).  Chromium— dissolved,  milU¬ 
grams  per  Uter.  , 

26.  Cobalt— total  *,  miUigrams  per 
liter. 

36(a).  Cobalt — dissolved,  miUigrams 
per  Uter. 

27.  Copper— total  *,  miUigrams  per 
liter. 

27(a).  C<9per— dissolved,  miUigrams 
pa  Uta. 

27(b).  Gold— total*,  milligrams  pa 
Uta. 

27(c).  Iridium— total  *,  miUigrams 
pa  Uter. 

28.  Iron— total  *,  milUgrams  per  Uta.  . 

28(a).  Iron — dissolved,  miUigrams 

pa  Uta. 

26.  Lead— total  *,  milUgrams  pa 
pa  Uta. 

36(a).  Lead— dissolved,  milligrams 
Uta. 

30.  Magnesiam— total  *,  ndlUgrams 
pa  Uta. 


Electrometric  titration,  manual  or 
automated  (to  pH  4.6)  or  automated 
methyl  orange  titration. 

Modified  Winkler  at  probe  method . 


Modified  (aside)  winkler  or  electrode 
probe. 

Dichromate  reflux . 


370 


477,  484 
496 


143 


6,8 


360 

219 


Gravimetric  103  to  105®  C . . 
Glass  fiber  filtration  180°  C . 


63,60 

17 


280 

276 


Glass  fiber  filtration,  103  to  105®  C _ 

Imhoff  cone  or  graduated  cyUndcr  or 
gravimetric. 

Gravimetric,  560®  C . 


Manual  distillation  and  nesslerieation, 
or  titration,  or  automated  pbeno- 
late,  or  electrode. 

Digestion  and  distillation— nessleiita- 
tion  or  titration;  automated  diges¬ 
tion.  phenolate. 

Cadmium  reduction;  brucine  sulfate; 
automated  cadmium  a  bydraxinc 
reduction. 

Persulfate  digestion  and  single  reagent 
(ascorbic  acid),  or  manual  dige-stion, 
and  automated  single  reagent  or 
stannous  chloride. 

Gas  chromatography . 


468,  461 


.526,  .532 


124  170, 
42  235, 


282 
134,  141 

149,  167 

175,  185 

246,269 


Electrometric  end  iwint  or  phenol- 
phthalein  end  point. 

Electrometric  measurement . . 

Combustion— infrared  method  • . . 


.500 

257 


EDTA  titration;  automated  colori¬ 
metric;  atomic  absorption. 

Manual  or  automated  coforimetric 
diazotizatlon. 

Atomic  absorption . 


248 

702 


170 


230 

221 


76,78 

186,195 


0.45  miaon  filtration  and  reference  me- 
metltod  for  total  aluminum. 

Atomic  absorption  •_ . 


0.45  micron  filtration  and  refaence 
method  fa  total  antimony. 

Digestion  plus  silver  diethyldlthio- 
carbamate;  atomic  absorption.* 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  arsenic. 

Atomic  absorption  *. . . 


65,62 


0.45  miaon  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  barium. 

Aluminon;  atomic  absorption . 


67,210 


0.46  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  beryllium. 

Curcumin.. . . 

0.46  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  fa  total  boron. 


0.46  miaon  filtration  and  reference 
method  fa  total  cadmium. 

EDTA  titration;  atomic  absorption... 

0.45  miaon  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  calcium. 

Extraction  and  atomic  absorption; 
ccfiorimetric. 

0.46  miaon  filtration  and  reference 
method  fa  total  chromium  VI. 

Atomic  absorption;  colorimetric. ..... 


69  .... 

210, 422 

092 

84 

692 

429 


210,426  662,403 


0.45  miaon  filtration  and  reference 
method  fa  total  chromium. 

Atomic  absorption  * _ _ 


86 

101 

86 

102 

86 

94 

86 

104 

86 


0.46  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  cobalt. 

Atomic  absorption;  colorimetric . . 


210,430  •  092,410 


0A5  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  coppa. 

Atomic  absorption  • . 


86 

106 

86 


.do  ». 


Atomic  absorption;  colorimetric . 

0.46  miaon  filtration  and  referenoe 
method  for  total  iron. 


0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  k«d. 


210,433 

092,162 

108 

86 

210,436 

062 

no 

86 

.210,416,201 

092 

112 
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Tabli  I. — Li*t  of  approved  test  procedures — Continued 


Parameter  and  unlta 


Referenoea  (page  Noe.) 

Method  - 

Standard  ASTM  EPA 

methods  methods 


XKa).  Magnesium— dissolved,  milli¬ 
grams  per  liter. 

n.  Manganese— total,*  milligrams 

per  liter. 

81(a).  Manganese— dissolved,  milli¬ 
grams  per  liter. 

82.  Mercury— total,  milligrams  per 
liter. 

82(a).  Mercury— dissolved,  milli¬ 
grams  per  liter. 

33.  Molybdenum- total,*  milligrams 
per  liter. 

38(a).  Molybdenum— dissolved,  mll- 
Ugrams  i>er  liter. 

34.  Nickel— total,*  mUligrams  per 
liter. 

84(a).  Nickel— dissolved,  milligrams 
per  liter. 

84(b).  Osmium— total,*  milligrams 
IXT  liter. 

84(c).  Palladium— total,*  milligrams 
per  liter. 

34(d).  Platinum— total,*  milligrams 
per  liter. 

35.  Potassium — dlssolveb,  milligrams 
per  UUt. 

85(a).  i’otassium- dissolved,  milli¬ 
grams  per  liter. 

85(b).  Ruodium— total,*  milligrams 
i>er  liter. 

35(c).  Ruthenium— total,*  milli¬ 

grams  per  liter. 

36.  Srdenlum — total,*  milligrams  per 
liter. 


0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference _ _ _ 

method  for  total  magnesium. 

Atomic  absorption... . .  210  092 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference . . . . 

method  for  total  manganese. 

Flamelcss  atomic  absorption  * . . . 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference . . . . . . 

method  for  total  mercury. 

Atomic  absorption  *. . . . . 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference . . . . 

method  for  total  molybdenum. 

Atomic  absorption;  colorimetric* _  443  092 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference . . . 

method  for  total  nickel. 

Atomic  absorption  *. . . . 

. do* . . . . . . . 

. do*. . . . . 

Atomic  absorption;  colorimetric;  flame  283,  285  320 

photometric. 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference . . . . 

method  for  total  potassium. 

Atomic  absorption  ». . . . . . . 

. do*. . . . . . 

. do* _ _ _ _ 


80 

114 

80 


80 


80 


80 


115 

80 


36(a).  Selenium— dissolved,  milli¬ 

grams  per  liter. 

36(b).  Rillca — dissolved,  milligrams 
per  liter. 

37.  Silver— total,*  nilIHgrams  per 
liter. 

37(a).  Silver — dissolved,  miUigranis 
liter. 

38.  Sodium— total,*  milligrams  per 
liter. 

38(a).  Sodium — dissolved,  milligrams 
per  liter. 

39.  Thallium — total,*  milligrams  pt^r 

liter. 

89(a).  Thallium— dissolved,  milli¬ 

grams  per  liter. 

40.  Tin— total,*  milligrams  per  liter. 

40(a).  Tin-dissolved,  milligram«  per 

liter. 

41.  Titanium-total,  milligrams  per 
liter. 

41(a).  Titanium— dissolved,  milli¬ 
grams  {N'T  liter. 

42.  Vanadium — total,*  milligrams  per 
liter. 

42(b).  Vanadium— di.ssolved,  milli¬ 
grams  per  liter. 

43.  Zinc — total,*  milligrams  per  liter. 

43(a).  Zinc-dissolved,  milligrams  per 

liter. 

Analytical  Methods  for  Nutrients, 
Anions,  and  Organics: 

44.  Organic  nitrogen  (as  N),  milli¬ 
grams  per  liter. 

45.  Otho— phosphate  (as  P) . 

46.  Sulfate  (as  SO*-) . 


47.  Sulfide  (as  S-),  milligrams  per 
liter. 

47(a).  Sulfide  (as  6-),  milligrams  per 
liter. 

48.  Sulfite  (as  BO]-),  milligrams  per 
liter. 

49.  Bromide,  milligrams  per  liter _ 

50.  Chloride,  milligrams  per  liter _ 

51.  Cyanide,  total,  milligrams  (>er 
Uter. 


0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  selenium. 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  moIybdosiU- 
cate  colorimetric. 

Atomic  absorption  * . . 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  sliver. 

Flame  photometric;  atomic  absorption. 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  sodium. 

Atomic  absorption  *. . 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  thallium. 

Atomic  absorption  * . 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  tin. 

Atomic  absorption  *. . . 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  titanium. 

Atomic  absori>tlon  *;  colorimetric . 

0.45  micron  filtration  and  reference 
method  for  total  vanadium. 

Atomic  absorption;  colorimetric . 

0.45  micron  filtraUon  and  reference 
melhod  for  total  line. 


Kjeldahl  nitrogen  minum  ammonia 
nitrogen. 

Direct  single  reagent;  automated 
single  reagent  or  stannous  chloride. 

Gravimetric;  turbidlmetric;  auto¬ 
mated  colorimetric — barium  chlor- 
anilate. 

Tltrimetrlc — iodine . 

Methylene  blue  photometric  for  levels 
less  than  1  mg  per  liter. 

Trltrlmotric;  iodine-iodate . . 

. do.. . 

Silver  nitrate;  mercuric  nitrate;  auto¬ 
mated  colorlmetrlc-ferricyanide. 

Distillation — silver  nitrate  titration 
or  pyridine  pyrazolone  (or  barbitu¬ 
ric  acid)  colorimetric. 


. .  88 

303  83  SO,  278 

210 . 

88 

317  328  US 

.  88 


86 

'§0 


.  86 

357  . 

.  86 

210,444  602  120 

.  86 

468  .  148 

532  42  285,246,258 

331,334  51,52  286,288 

651  .  294 

658  . 

837  261  . .s 

.  216 . 

96,97  28,21  20,81 

397  568  41 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


Tabu  I. — lAst  of  approved  teat  proeeduree — Contlnned 


PuBmetor  and  aaite 


SI  (a)  .  Cyanide  unmable  to  chlorina- 
tioo,  millifframs  per  liter. 

62.  Fluoride,  milligraius  per  liter _ 

55.  Chlorine— total,  residual  milli- 

crams  per  liter. 

54.  Oil  and  grease,'  niilUgrauis  per 
liter. 

65.  Phenols,  inilligrams  per  liter . 

56.  Surfactants,  iniUigranis  per  liter.. 

57.  Aigicides,  i^Uigrams  per  liter _ 

58.  Benzidine,  milligrams  pejr  liter _ 

59.  Chlorinate  organic  eompouiids 

(except,  pesUddes),  milligrams 
liter. 

60.  Pesticide.s,  milligrams  per  liter... 
Analytical  methods  lor  physical  and 

biological  parameters: 

61.  Color,  plaliiiuni-cotialt  units  or 

domifnant  wavelength,  hue, 
luminance,  purity. 

62.  Specific  conductance  micromlio 

per  centimeter  at  25°  C. 

62<a).  Temperature  degrees  C...1 _ 

63.  Turbidity  Jackson  imits . 

64.  Fecal  streptococci  bacteria  num¬ 

ber  per  100  ml. 

65.  (^uUtorm  bacteria  (local)  number 

per  100  ml. 

65(a).  Colilorm  bacteria  (fecal)  in 
in  presence  of  chlorine  number 
per  lOOniL 

66.  Colilorm  bacteria  (total)  number 
per  100  oiL 

66(a).  Colilorm  bacteria  (total)  in 
presence  ol  chlorine  mimlMr  |ter 
100  ml. 

Badlological  parauteters; 

67.  Alpha— total,  pCi  i>er  liter . 

68.  Alpha — counting  error,  pCi  per 
liter. 

60.  Beta— total.  pCi  per  Mter . . 

70.  Beta— counting  error,  pCi  per  liter. 

71.  Radium— total,  pCi  ^r  liter . 


Method 


Colorimetric . . . 

Distillation — probe  or  SPADNS  alter 
distillation;  automated  complexone. 
lodometric;  amperometric  titration _ 

Liquid-liquid  extraction  with  trl- 
cblorouifluorethaneinwTimetilc  or 
spectrophotometric  (I.K.). 

Colorimetric,  4  AAP . . . 

Methylene  blue;  colorimetric . 

Uas  chromatography  '. . : 

Oxidation — colorimetric  »' . 

Uas  chromatography  • . . 


References  (page  Nos.) 


Standard  ASTM  EPA 

methods  methods 


.  558  . 

171,174  191,194  64,66,72 

173 

382  223  . 

254  . 


502  445  332 

339  619  131 


Uas  chromatography 


Colorimetric;  spectro|)hotometric . 

160,3<.r>  .... 

38 

Wheatstone  bridge . . j 

323 

163 

284 

Calibrated  glass  or  electrometric 
thermometer. 

348  .... 

296 

Turbidimeter . 

3.50 

467 

308 

MPN;mcnibranefiiter;plateoount....  689,690 

691 

MPN ;  membrane  filter .  669, 684. 

MPN .  669 


MPN;  membrane  filter .  664,679 

MPN;  membrane  filter  with  ertrich-  664,682,683 
ment. 


Proportional  counter;  scintillation 
counter. 

. do . . . 

Proportional  counter _ _ 

. do.. . . 

Proportional  counter;  scintillation 
counter. 


St* 

509 

598 

512 

598 

478 

5tl8 

478 

611,617 

674 

>  Robert  F.  Thomas  and  Rolwrt  L.  Booth,  “Selective  Electrode  Measurement  o(  Ammonia  in  WaAer  and  Wastes,” 
"Enviroiuueutal  Science  aitd  Technology,”  Vol.  7,  No.  6,  pp.  523-.'i26,  1973.  A  detailed  method  description  Is  also 
available  from  tlie  Methods  Development  and  Quality  Assurance  Research  Laboratory  (MDQARL),  National 
Environmental  Research  Center  (NERC),  USEPA.  Cincinnati.  Ohio4i>2ti8. 

*  U.  F.  Addison  aud  K.  U.  Ackman,  “Direct  Determination  tl  Elemental  Phosphorus  by  Uas-Liquid  Chroma¬ 
tography,”  “Journal  of  Chromatograptiy,”  Vcl.  47,  No.  3,  pp.  421-426,  1970. 

*  A  number  of  such  systems  manufactured  by  various  companies  are  considerecl  to  be  comparable  in  th^r  per¬ 
formance.  Ill  addition,  another  technique,  based  on  Combustion-Methane  Detection,  is  also  acceptable. 

'  For  Uie  determination  of  total  metals  the  sample  is  not  filtered  before  processing.  Choose  a  volume  of  sample 
appropriate  fur  the  expected  level  of  metals.  If  much  suspended  material  is  present,  as  little  as  50-100  ml  of  well- 
imxed  sample  will  most  probably  be  sutUcient.  (The  sample  volume  required  may  also  vary  proportionally  with 
the  numlK‘r  of  metals  to  be  determined.) 

Transfer  a  representative  aliquot  of  the  well-mixed  sample  to  a  Uritlln  beaker  and  add  3  ml  of  concentrated  dis¬ 
tilled  lINOs.  Place  the  beaker  on  a  hotplate  and  evaporate  to  dryness  making  eertain  that  the  sample  does  not  boil. 
Cool  the  beaker  and  add  another  3  ml  portion  of  distilled  concentrated  HNUj.  Cover  the  beaker  with  a  watch  glass 
and  return  to  the  hotplate.  Increase  the  temperature  of  the  hotplate  so  that  a  gentle  reflux  action  occurs.  Continue 
bating,  adding  additional  acid  as  necessary  until  the  digestion  is  complete,  generally  indicated  by  a  light  colored 
residue.  Add  (1:1  with  distilled  water)  distilled  concentration  HCI  in  an  amount  sufficient  to  dissolve  the  residue 
upon  warming.  Wash  down  the  beaker  walls  and  the  watch  glass  with  distilled  water  and  filter  the  sample  to  remove 
silicates  and  other  insoluble  material  that  could  clog  the  atomizer.  Adjust  tlio  volume  to  some  predetermined  value 
based  on  the  expected  metal  concentrations.  The  sample  is  now  ready  for  analysis,  ('oneentrations  so  determined 
shall  be  reported  as  “total.”  For  a  more  complete  discussion  of  sample  handling  and  preparation  for  atomic  al)sorp- 
tion  analysis,  see  pp.  83-97  of  EP.V  Methods. 

For  the  measurement  cf  the  boble  metal  series  (gold,  iridium,  osmium,  palladium,  platinum,  rbodiuni  and  ruthe¬ 
nium),  an  aqna  regia  digestion  is  to  he  substituted  for  the  nitric  acid  digestion  in  the  paragraph  above  as  follows: 

Transfer  a  representative  aliqnot  of  the  well-mixed  sample  to  a  Griffin  l)eaker  and  add  3  ml  of  ccnc.  redistilled 
HNOi.  Place  the  beaker  cn  a  steam  bath  and  evaporate  to  dryness.  Cool  the  beaker  and  cautiously  add  a  5  ml  portion 
of  aqua  regia.  (Sec  below  lor  preparation  of  a<|ua  regia*.!  Cover  the  beaker  with  a  wash  glass  and  reluni  tc  the  steam 
hath.  Continue  beating  the  covered  beaker  (or  5C  minutes.  Remove  cover  and  evaporate  to  dryness.  Cool  and  take 
up  the  residue  in  a  small  quantity  cf  1:1  HCI.  Wash  down  the  beaker  walls  and  wash  glass  with  distilled  water  and 
filter  the  sample  to  remove  silicates  and  other  insoluble  material  that  could  clog  the  atomizer.  Adjust  the  volume 
to  some  pre<l^ermincd  value  based  on  the  expected  metal  concentration.  The  sample  Is  new  ready  for  analysis. 

•Aqua  regiar— preiiare  immediately  before  use  by  carefully  adding  three  volumes  of  cone.  HCI  to  one  volume  of 
eonc.  HNO3. 

'  Atomic  altsorpUon  method  available  from  Methods  Development  and  Quality  Assurance  Research  Laboratory, 
National  Environmental  Research  Center,  USEPA,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45268. 

*  See  D.C.  Manning,  “Technical  Notes”,  “Atomic  Absoiption  Newsletter,”  Vol.  10,  No.  6,  p.  123,  1971.  Available 
from  Perkln-Elmer  Conraratton,  Main  Avenue,  Norwalk,  (jonnecUcut  0C852. 

Footnotes  continued  on  next  page. 
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»  For  united  method,  see;  ‘‘Journal  of  the  Amorim  an  Water  Works  Association  64,"  No.  1,  pp.  20-25  (Jan.  1972)  or 
ASTM  Method  D  3226-73,  American  Society  for  Testing  and  Matorlab  Headquarters,  1916  Race  Street,  Philadelphia, 

^•'iSelhodMtorR^red  spectrophotomctrlc  determination  of  oil  and  grease  is  avallablo  from  the  MDQARL,  NKRC, 

for*Wlcldee.  chlorinated  omnio  compoands,  and  pesticides  can  be  obtained  from  the  Methods 
Deyelopment  and  Assurance  Research  laboratory.  National  Environmental  Research  Center,  USEPA, 

Adeauauly*  tesfed  methods  tor  benzidine  are  not  avallablo.  Until  ap^ved  methods  are  available,  the  following 
Interim  method  can  be  used  for  the  estlmsUon  of  benzidine:  1. "  Method  for  Benzidine  and  iU  salu  in  wastewaters.” 
Method  available  from  Methods  Development  and  Quality  Assurance  Research  Laboratory,  National  Envlron- 
menlal  Research  Center.  USEPA,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45288. 

—Dissolved  metals  are  defined  as  those  constituents  which  wlU  pass  through  a  0.45  micron  meniJtrane  filter. 
A  prefiltretion  Is  pern^ble  to  free  the  sample  from  larger  suspended  solids. 


Dated:  May  30. 1976. 


Russell  E.  Train, 
Administrator. 


(PR  Doc.78-14776  Piled  6-6-76;8:45  am] 


[40CFRPart  180] 
[OPP-28000*;  PRL  384-3] 

PINE  OIL 

Proposed  Exemption  From  Requirement  of 
a  Tolerance 

Section  408(e)  of  the  Federal  Pood, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  provides  that  the 
Administrator  may  at  any  time,  upon  his 
own  Initiative,  propose  the  Issuance  of  a 
regulation  exempting  a  pesticide  chemi¬ 
cal  fm»n  the  requirement  of  a  tolerance. 
It  Is  proposed  that  pine  oil,  used  as  a 
deodorant,  be  exempted  from  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  a  tolerance  when  used  in 
accordance  with  good  agricultural  prac¬ 
tice  as  an  Inert  ingredient  In  formulation 
with  the  bee  repellent 'butanoic  anhy¬ 
dride.  Based  on  available  data.  It  Is  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  proposed  regulation  will 
protect  the  public  health. 

Any  person  who  has  registered  or  sub¬ 
mitted  an  application  for  the  registra¬ 
tion  of  a  pesticide  under  the  Federal  In¬ 
secticide,  F\mgicide,  and  Rodentlclde  Act 
which  contains  any  of  the  ingredients 
listed  herein  may  request,  within  30  dasrs 
after  publication  of  this  notice,  that  this 
proposal  be  referred  to  an  advisory  com¬ 
mittee  in  accordance  with  section  408(e) 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  on  the  proposed 
regulation  to  the  Federal  Register  Sec¬ 
tion,  Technical  Services  Division  (WH- 
669),  OflSce  of  Pesticide  Programs,  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  Room 
401,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street,  SW, 
Washington.  DC  20460.  Three  copies  of 
^e  comments  should  be  submitted  to 
facilitate  the  work  of  the  Agency  and 
others  Interested  in  inspecting  them. 
The  comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  July  9,  1976  and  should  bear  a 
notation  Indicating  the  subject  (OPP- 
280002).  All  written  comments  filed 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  office  of  the 
Federal  Register  Section  from  8:30  am. 
to  4  pm.  Monday  through  Friday. 

It  is  proposed  that  Part  180,  Subpart 
D,  be  amended  by  adding  S  180  J036. 

Dated:  June  2, 1976. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director, 

Registration  Division. 

(S«o.  408(e)  Federal  Food,  Drag,  and  Oosme- 
tto  Act  (21  UB.O.  846(a)  (e) ) ) 


It  is  proposed  that  Part  180,  Subpiart 
D.  be  amended  by  adding  §  180.1036  to 
read  as  fellows'. 

m  m  m  0  m 

§  180.1035  Pine  oil;  exemption  from 
the  reqnirement  of  a  tolerance. 

Pine  oil  is  exempted  from  the  require¬ 
ment  of  a  tolerance  when  used  as  a  de¬ 
odorant  at  no  more  than  12  percent  in 
formulation  with  the  bee  repellent  bu¬ 
tanoic  anhydride  applied  in  an  absorbent 
pad  over  the  hive. 

(FB  Doc.76-14876  Piled  6-a-76;8:46  am] 


[40CFRPart421] 

[FRL  384-7] 

NONFERROUS  METALS  MANUFACTURING 
POINT  SOURCE  CATEGORY 

Effluent  Limitations  and  Guidelines 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  pro¬ 
pose  amendments  to  Subpart  A — Bauxite 
Refining,  and  Subpart  C — Secondary 
Aluminum  Smelting,  of  40  CFR  Part 
421 — Nonferrous  Metals  Manufacturing 
Point  Source  Category.  On  April  8,  1974, 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
published  a  notice  of  final  rulemaking 
establishing  effluent  limitations  guide-* 
lines  for  existing  sources  and  standards 
of  performance  and  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards  for  new  sources  for  three  subcate¬ 
gories  of  the  nonferrous  metals  cate¬ 
gory — bauxite  refining,  primajT  alumi¬ 
num  smelting  and  secondary  aluminum 
smelting.  40  CFR  Part  421.  The  Agency 
has  continued  to  review  the  regulations, 
both  in  the  context  of  litigation  filed  on 
these  particular  regulations  (Reynolds 
Metals  Co.  V.  EPA,  C.A.  4,  Civ.  No.  74- 
1760)  and  in  considering  the  impact  of 
Issues  raised  in  other  guideline  reviews 
on  Part  421.  As  a  result  of  this  review. 
It  has  been  determined  that  certain 
amendments  would  be  appropriate.  These 
amendments  are  the  subject  of  this 
notice. 

In  Part  421  the  Administrator  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  bauxite  refining  subcate¬ 
gory  an  effluent  limitation  for  existing 
plants  of  “no  discharge  of  process  waste 
water  pollutants  to  navigable  waters." 
The  treatment  technology  relied  upon  in 
defining  the  effluent  limitations  was  total 
Impoimdment.  Recognizing  the  difficulty 
In  achieving  “no  discharge,”  in  the  face 
of  significant  rainfall,  the  regulations 
allow  for  discharge  of  excess  rainfall  that 
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falls  within  the  impoundment.  Under  the 
circumstances,  precise  definition  of  the 
term  “within  the  impoundment”  is  im¬ 
portant.  While  the  Agency  Is  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  define  the  impoundment  area  to 
include  the  entire  countryside  drain¬ 
ing  into  the  plant  area,  some  expansion 
of  the  area  beyond  the  impoundment 
dam  itself  appears  to  be  appropriate.  It  is 
therefore  proposed  that  a  definition  simi¬ 
lar  to  that  proiJosed  for  inclusion  in  the 
hydrochloric  acid  subcategory  of  the  in¬ 
organic  chemicals  industry  (40  FR  1712, 
January  9,  1976)  be  adopted  for  the 
bauxite  refining  subcategory.  The  pro¬ 
posed  definition  would  make  it  clear  that 
the  term  “within  the  impoimdment”  re¬ 
fers  to  the  water  surface  area  within 
the  impoundment  dam  at  maximum 
capacity,  the  area  of  the  inside  and  out¬ 
side  slopes  of  the  dam,  the  surface  area 
between  the  outside  edge  of  the  seepage 
ditches  and  the  bottom  of  the  outside 
slope  of  the  dam;  The  effect  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  definition  is  to  give  credit  for  all 
rainfall  within  this  extended  drainage 
area,  in  the  calculation  of  the  volume  of 
water  which  may  be  discharged  from  the 
impoundment. 

With  regard  to  the  regulations  for  the 
secondary  aluminum  smelting  sub¬ 
category  (40  CFR  Part  421,  Subpart  C) , 
an  issue  was  raised  during  litigation  con¬ 
cerning  a  possible  amblgruity  as  to  the 
applicability  of  the  regulations  to  vari¬ 
ous  waste  streams.  In  developing  the 
guidelines  and  standards  of  performance 
applicable  to  these  sources,  the  Agency 
concentrated  on  wastes  in  fume-scrub¬ 
bing  wastewaters  where  aluminum  fluo¬ 
ride  is  used  in  the  magnesium  removal 
process  and  wastewaters  from  metal  cool¬ 
ing.  establishing  a  limitation  of  “no  dis¬ 
charge,”  and  on  wastes  in  fume-scrub¬ 
bing  wastewaters  where  chlorine  is  used 
in  the  magnesium  removal  process  and  in 
wet  residue  milling  wastewaters,  estab¬ 
lishing  numerical  limitations  for  these 
two  waste  streams.  It  was  not  intended 
that  the  regulations  apply  at  this  time  to 
wastes  in  a  fourth,  less  significant,  waste 
stream  including  waste  from  furnace  wet 
scrubbers.  In  reviewing  the  regulations, 
however,  some  ambiguity  as  to  the  in¬ 
tent  to  exclude  this  latter  waste  stream 
from  coverage  of  the  regulations  appears 
to  exist.  An  amendment  to  Subpart  C  of 
the  regulations  is  therefore  proposed,  to 
clarify  the  applicability  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  to  the  various  waste  streams. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
comments  in  triplicate  to  the  EPA  Office 
of  Public  Affairs,  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 
Attention:  Ms.  Ruth  Brown,  A-107. 
Comments  on  all  aspects  of  the  proposed 
regulations  are  solicited.  In  the  event 
comments  are  in  the  nature  of  criticisms 
as  to  the  adequacy  of  data  available,  or 
which  may  be  relied  upon  by  the  Agency, 
comments  should  identify  and  if  possible 
provide  any  additional  data  which  may 
be  available  and  indicate  why  such  data 
are  essential  to  the  development  of  the 
regulations.  In  the  event  comments  ad¬ 
dress  the  approach  taken  by  the  Agency,  > 
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EPA  solicits  suggestions  as  to  what  alter¬ 
native  ai^miach  should  be  taken  and  why 
and  how  this  approach  better  satisfies 
the  detailed  requirements  of  sections  301, 
S04(b)  and  306  of  the  Act. 

A  copy  of  all  public  comments  received 
will  be  available  for  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  at  the  EPA  Freedmn  of  Information 
Center.  Room  204,  West  Tower,  Water¬ 
side  MaU.  401  M  St.  SW..  Washington. 
D.C.  All  of  the  materials  made  available 
during  the  initial  nilemaking  leading  to 
promulgation  of  the  regulations  proposed 
to  be  amended  will  also  continue  to  be 
maintained  at  this  location  for  public 
review  and  copying.  The  EPA  Informa¬ 
tion  regulation,  40  CFR  Part  2.  provides 
that  a  reasonable  fee  may  be  charged 
for  cop3dng. 

All  comments  received  on  or  before 
July  9. 1975  will  be  considered. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  that  40  CFR  Part  421  be 
amended  as  set  forth  b^w. 

Dated:  June  3, 1975. 

Russell  E.  Train, 
Administrator. 

Subpart  A — Bauxite  Refining  Subcategory 
§  421.11  [Amended] 

Paragraph  421.11  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  new  sections  (d)  and  (e)  to  read  as 
follows: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  For  all  Impoimdments  the  term 
“within  the  impoundmenf*  for  purposes 
of  calculating  the  volume  of  process 
wastewater  which  may  be  discharged, 
shall  mean  the  surface  area  within  the 
impoundment  at  the  maximrun  capacity 
plus  the  area  of  the  Inside  and  outside 
slopes  of  the  impoimdment  dam  and  the 
surface  area  between  the  outside  edge 
of  the  impoundment  dam  and  seepage 
ditches  upon  which  rain  falls  and  is  re¬ 
turned  to  the  impoimdment.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  such  calculations,  the  surface 
area  allowance  for  external  appurteances 
to  the  impoundment  shall  jiot  be  more 
thn.n  30  percent  of  the  water  surface 
area  within  the  Impoundment  dam  at 
maximtim  capacity. 

<e)  The  term  “pond  water  surface 
area”  for  the  purpose  of  calculating  the 
volume  of  waste  water  shall  mean  the 
area  within  the  impoundment  for  rain¬ 
fall  and  the  actual  water  surface  area 
for  evaporation. 

Subpart  C — Secondary  Alumiiuim  Smelting 

Section  421.30  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  421.30  AppIicabOitr;  description  of 
the  secondary  aluminam  smching 
subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are 
applicable  to  discharges  of  fume-scrub¬ 
bing  wastewaters  where  aluminum  fiuo- 
ride  or  chlorine  is  used  in  the  magnesium 
removal  process  and  to  wet  residue  mill¬ 
ing  and  metal  cooling  wastewaters  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  recovery,  processing. 


and  remeltlng  of  aluminum  scrap  to  pro¬ 
duce  metallic  aluminum  alloys. 

IFR  Doc.76-14ee8  Filed  6-6-76:«:4S  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47  CFR  Part  73] 

(Docket  No.  20419] 

RENEWAL  OF  BROADCAST  STATION 
LICENSE 

Revision  of  FCC  Form  303  Application; 
Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Comments 

Revision  of  FCC  Form  303  Applica¬ 
tion  for  Renewal  of  Broadcast  Station 
License  And  Certain  Rules  Relating 
Thereto 

1.  On  April  11,  1975,  the  Commission 
released  a  “Notice  of  Inquiry  and  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking”  in  the  above- 
captioned  proceeding  and  publication  was 
made  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April 
15.  1975.  40  FR  16967.  Comments  and  re¬ 
plies  thereto  are  scheduled  to  be  filed  on 
June  3,  1975  and  June  18,  1975,  respec¬ 
tively. 

2.  The  Commission  has  received  sev¬ 
eral  requests  for  an  extension  of  time 
within  which  to  file  comments  in  this 
proceeding.  The  National  Association  of 
Broadcasters  requests  a  two-week  exten¬ 
sion  in  order  to  afford  Interested  par¬ 
ties.  especially  smaU  market  broadcasters 
whose  time  and  available  personnel  are 
limited,  a  greater  opportunity  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  this  important  proceeding.  Ihe 
licensee  of  radio  and  television  Stations 
WCCO.  Minneapolis,  Minnesota,  submits 
that  because  of  the  relationship  of  the 
instant  proceeding  to  that  in  Docket  No. 
19715,  the  date  for  the  filing  of  comments 
herein  should  be  extended  to  June  30. 
1975.*  In  the  alternative,  it  is  suggested 
that  resolution  of  Docket  No.  19715 
should  precede  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments  in  the  instant  proceeding. 

3.  We  are  not  persuaded  that  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments  in  this  proceeding  need 
await  final  resoluticm  of  Docket  No. 
19715.  Questions  20-22  of  proposed  Form 
303-R  deal  with  the  manner  in  which  the 
renewal  applicant  can  document  its  as¬ 
certainment  efforts.  We  would  expect 
that  comments  herein  be  directed  to  that 
matter,  rather  than  to  the  continuous  as¬ 
certainment  procedures  being  explored 
in  Docket  No.  19715.  While  we  are  of  the 
view  that  this  proceeding  should  continue 
to  go  forvmrd,  we  do  believe  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  would  be  served  by  extending 
the  time  within  which  to  file  comments. 
It  is  hoped  that  our  action  herein  will 


*  Docket  No.  19716  concerns  the  ascertain¬ 
ment  of  community  problems  by  broadcast 
applicants.  Including  those  seeking  renewal 
of  their  broadcast  licenses.  On  May  15,  1976, 
the  Commission  released  a  Further  Notice  of 
Inquiry  and  Proposed  Rulemaking  and  pro- 
Tlded  for  the  filing  of  comments  only  by 
June  80.  1976.  40  FR  23092,  puUUbed  Uay  20, 
1975.  Because  of  the  extensive  record  earlier 
developed  in  that  proceeding,  the  flUng  of 
reply  comments  was  not  solicited  and  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  filing  date  for  comments  was  not 
contenq>lated. 


further  encourage  participation  in  this 
important  proceeding  not  only  by  broad¬ 
casters,  but  also  by  Interested  parties 
from  all  segments  of  the  public. 

4.  Accordtnglii,  tt  1$  ordered.  That  the 
dates  for  filing  comments  and  reply 
comments  in  this  proceeding  are  ex¬ 
tended  to  and  Including  June  30,  1975 
and  July  15.  1975,  respectively. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
quests  for  extension  of  time  to  file  com¬ 
ments,  filed  by  the  National  Association 
of  Broadcasters  and  Midwest  Radio- 
Television,  Inc.,  on  May  16,  1975  and 
May  23,  1975,  respectively,  are  granted 
to  the  extent  indicated  above  and  are 
denied  in  all  other  respects. 

6.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  found  in  section  4(1).  5(d)(1), 
and. 303 (r)  of  the  Commimlcatlons  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  S  0.281  of  the 
Comml^on’s  rules. 

Adopted:  May  29, 1975. 

Released:  June  3,  1975. 

[seal]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 
Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.75-14e63  Filed  6-S-76;8:46  am] 


[47  CFR  Part  73] 

(Docket  No.  20418,  RM-2346] 

VHF  STATIONS;  TELEVISION  TABLE  OF 
ASSIGNMENTS 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Comments 
and  Reply  Comments 

In  the  matter  of  petition  for  rulemak¬ 
ing  to  amend  television  table  of  assign¬ 
ments  to  add  new  VHF  stations  in  the 
top  100  markets  and  to  insure  that  the 
new  stations  maximize  diversity  of  own¬ 
ership,  control  and  programming. 

1.  On  April  1,  1975,  the  Commission 
adopted  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding.  Publi¬ 
cation  was  made  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  April  18.  1975,  40  FR  17321.  The  dates 
for  filing  comments  and  reply  comments 
are  presently  July  11  and  August  11, 
1975. 

2.  On  May  15, 1975,  the  Association  of 
Maximum  Service  Telecasters,  Inc. 
(MST)  by  Counsel,  requested  that  the 
time  for  filing  comments  be  extended  to 
and  including  October  15,  1975.  Counsel 
staies  that  the  Commission’s  Notice 
specifies  a  host  of  topics  to  be  discussed 
and  adds  that  old  materials  must  be  re¬ 
viewed,  updated  Information  must  be 
marshalled,  and  material  on  new  Issues 
must  be  compiled.  Counsel  states  the  Job 
is  big  and  time-consuming  therefore  ne¬ 
cessitating  the  requested  additional  time. 

3.  We  are  of  the  view  that  the  public 
interest  would  be  served  by  extending  the 
time  in  this  proceeding,  Accordtugly,  it  is 
ordered.  That  the  dates  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  are  extended 
to  and  including  October  15.  1975  and 
November  18,  1975,  respectively. 

4.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  found  in  sections  4(1),  5(d)(1). 
and  303(r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
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of  1934,  M  amended,  and  SS  0.281  and 
1.46  of  the  Coquniasion’s  rules. 

Adopted:  June  2, 1975. 

Released;  June  4, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

fSEAL]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bttreau. 

IVR  Doc.76-14954  Piled  «-6-76;8:46  am) 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 
[  10  CFR  Part  205  ] 

DISALLOWANCE  AND  ORDERS  OF 
DISALLOWANCE 

Proposed  Procedures 

FEA  regulations  10  CFR  212.83(f) 
provide: 

Whenever  a  firm  uses  a  landed  cost  which 
Is  computed  by  use  of  Its  customary  account¬ 
ing  procedures,  the  FEA  may  allocate  such 
costs  between  the  affiliated  entitles  If  It  de¬ 
termines  that  such  allocation  is  necessary  to 
reflect  the  actual  costs  of  these  entitles  or 
the  FEA  may  disallow  costs  which  It  deter¬ 
mines  to  be  In  excess  of  the  proper  measure¬ 
ment  of  costs. 

P\irther,  FEA  may  require  adjustment 
In  landed  costs  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
212.84.  To  clarify  the  procedures  which 
will  be  used  by  FEA  in  Issuing  notices  of 
proposed  disallowance  and  orders  of  dis¬ 
allowance  pursuant  to  these  sections, 
FEIA  is  hereby  giving  notice  of  proposed 
amendments  to  the  procedural  regula¬ 
tions  of  Part  205. 

The  proposed  regulations  provide  that 
persons  receiving  notices  of  proposed  dis¬ 
allowance  shall  have  10  days  to  respond 
before  orders  of  disallowance  are  issued; 
the  proposed  regulations  prescribe  the 
meldiod  of  filing  responses  and  the  con¬ 
tent  of  Bueh  responses.  Notices  of  pro¬ 
posed  disallowance  shall  automatically 
ripen  Into  orders  of  disallowance  if  no 
reply  is  received  within  the  10-day  notice 
period.  Upon  review  of  any  reply,  FEA 
will  issue  a  final  order  of  disallowance  as 
appropriate.  Orders  of  disallowance  are 
made  appealable.  These  regulations  if 
adopted  will  become  effective  as  of  the 
date  of  this  notice. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
with  respect  to  the  revision  and  amend¬ 
ments  to  Executive  Communications, 
Room  3309,  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion,  Box  DK,  The  Federal  Building, 
Wa^ington,  D.C.  20461.  Comments 
should  be  Identified  on  the  outside  of  the 
envelope  and  on  the  documents  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Federal  Energy  Adminis¬ 
tration  with  the  designation  “Notice  of 
Proposed  Eiisallowance  and  Order  of  Dis¬ 
allowance.”  Fifteen  (15)  copies  should  be 
submitted.  All  comments  received  by 
4:30  p.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  June  19,  1975,  will  be 
considered  by  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  In  evaluating  the  revision 
and  amendments. 

Any  information  or  data  considered  by 
the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  confiden¬ 
tial  must  be  so  identified  and  submitted 
In  writing,  one  copy  only.  The  FEA  re¬ 


serves  the  rlg^t  to  determine  the  con¬ 
fidential  status  of  the  Information  or 
data  and  to  treat  It  according  to  its 
determination. 

FEA  finds  that  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  is  not  “likely  to  have  a  substantial 
Impact  on  the  Nation’s  econ<»ny  or  large 
numbers  of  individuals  or  businesses.” 
Therefore,  the  provision  of  section  7(1) 
(1)(C)  of  the  Federal  Energy  Adminis¬ 
tration  Act,  Pub.  L.  93-275,  relating  to  an 
opportunity  for  oral  presentation  of 
views,  data,  and  arguments,  is  hereby 
waived. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  7(c)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Energy 
Admlnisration  Act  of  1974,  which  provide 
for  submission  of  proposed  rules  for  com¬ 
ment  by  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  these 
amendments  have  been  appropriately  re¬ 
viewed.  The  Administrator  has  advised 
FEA  that  he  has  no  comment. 

(Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974, 
Pub.  L.  93-276;  E.  O.  11790,  39  FR  23186; 
Trade  Expansion  Act  of  1962,  Pub.  L.  87-794, 
as  amended;  Proc.  No.  3279,  24  FR  1781, 
as  amended  by  Proc.  No.  4210,  38  FR  9646, 
Proc.  No.  4227,  38  FR  16196,  Proc.  No.  4317,  38 
FR  36103,  Proc.  No.  4341,  40  FR  3966,  Proc. 
No.  4366,  40  PR  10437,  and  Proc.  No.  4370,  40 
FR  19421,  and  Proc.  No.  4377,  40  FR  23429) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
propased  that  Part  205  of  Chapter  II, 
Title  10  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  be  amended  as  set  forth  below’, 
effective  June  4. 1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  4, 
1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 

General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

1.  Subpart  O  is  amended  in  the  cap¬ 
tion  te  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  O — Notice  of  Probable  Violation, 

Remedial  Order,  Notice  of  Proposed  Dis¬ 
allowance,  and  Order  of  Disallowance 

2.  Section  205.190  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  as  follows: 

§  205.190  Purpose  and  scope. 

(a)  This  subpart  establishes  the  pro¬ 
cedures  for  determining  the  nature  and 
extent  of  violations  of  the  FEA  regula¬ 
tions  and  the  procedures  for  Issuance  of 
a  notice  of  probable  violation,  a  remedial 
order,  a  remedial  order  for  immediate 
compliance,  a  notice  of  proposed  dis¬ 
allowance,  or  an  order  of  disallowance. 

«  •  •  «  • 

3.  Section  205.194  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  205.194  Notice  of  proposed  disallow¬ 
ance  and  order  of  disallowance. 

(a)  The  FEIA  shall  begin  a  proceeding 
under  this  section  by  issuing  a  notice  of 
proposed  disallowance  pursuant  to 
S  212.83(f)  or  S  212.84(d). 

(b)  Within  10  days  of  the  service  of 
a  notice  of  proposed  disallowance,  the 
person  upon  whom  the  notice  is  served 
may  file  a  reply  with  the  FTIA  office  that 
Issues  the  notice  of  proposed  disallowance 
at  the  address  provided  In  §  205.12.  The 


FEIA  may  extend  the  10-day  period  for 
good  cause  showm. 

(c)  The  reply  shall  be  in  writing  and 
signed  by  the  person  filing  it.  The  reply 
shall  contain  a  full  and  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  all  relevant  facts  pertaining  to 
the  act  or  transaction  that  is  the  subject 
of  the  notice  of  proposed  disallowance. 

(d)  The  rep^  shall  Include  a  discus¬ 
sion  of  all  relevant  authorities,  includ¬ 
ing,  but  not  limited  to,  PEA  rulings,  reg¬ 
ulations,  interpretations,  and  decisions 
on  appeals  and  exceptions  relied  upon 
to  support  the  particular  position  taken. 

(e)  The  reply  should  indicate  whether 
the  person  requests  or  intends  to  request 
a  conference  regarding  the  notice.  Any 
request  not  made  at  the  time  of  the  re¬ 
ply  shall  be  made  as  soon  thereafter  as 
possible  to  insure  that  the  conference  is 
held  when  it  will  be  most  beneficial.  A 
request  for  a  conference  must  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  Subpart  M  of  this 
part. 

(f)  If  a  person  has  not  filed  a  reply 
with  the  FEA  within  the  10-day  period 
provided,  and  the  FEA  has  not  extend¬ 
ed  the  10-day  period,  that  person  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  conceded  the  accu¬ 
racy  of  the  factual  allegations  and  legal 
conclusions  stated  in  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  disallowance,  and  the  notice  of 
disallowance  shall  become  an  order  of 
disallowance. 

(g)  If  the  FEA  finds,  after  the  10-day 
period  provided  lx\  $  205.194,  and  after 
consideration  of  any  reply  filed,  that  an 
order  of  disallowance  is  appropriate,  it 
shall  issue  such  an  order. 

(h)  If  the  FEA  finds,  after  the  10-day 
period  provided  in  $  205.194(b)  or  after 
that  period  as  extended  by  ETIA  pursu¬ 
ant  to  that  paragraph,  that  for  any  rea¬ 
son  the  Issucuice  of  an  order  of  disallow¬ 
ance  would  aot  be  appropriate,  or  that 
the  amount  of  the  disallowance  or  the 
means  of  affeeting  the  disallowance,  as 
stated  In  a  no^oe  of  proposed  di.sallow- 
ance,  should  be  modified,  it  shall  notify, 
in  writing,  the  person  to  whom  a  notice 
of  proposed  disallowance  has  been  issued 
that  the  notice  is  rescinded  or  modified, 
setting  out  the  modification  and  the  rea¬ 
sons  therefor. 

(i)  A  disallowance  order  Issued  under 
this  section  shall  be  effective  upon  is¬ 
suance,  in  accordance  with  its  terms,  im- 
tll  stayed,  siispended,  modified,  or  re¬ 
scinded.  An  order  of  disallowance  shall 
remain  in  effect  notwithstanding  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  an  application  to  modify  or  re¬ 
scind  it  imder  Subpart  J  of  this  part. 

(J)  An  order  of  disallowance  may  be 
referred  at  any  time  to  the  Department 
of  Justice  for  appropriate  action  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Subpart  P. 

4.  Section  205.195  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  205.195  Remedies. 

A  remedial  order,  a  remedial  order  for 
immediate  compliance,  or  an  order  of 
disallowance  may  require  the  person  to 
whom  it  is  directed  to  roll  back  prices,  to 
refund  amounts  paid  to  such  person  that 
are  in  excess  of  the  amount  permitted 
under  Part  212  of  this  chapter  or  to  take 
such  other  action  as  the  lEA  determines 
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Is  necessary  to  eliminate  or  to  compeu* 
sate  for  tiie  effects  of  a  violation. 

5.  Section  205.196  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  205.196  Appeal. 

(a)  No  notice  of  probable  violation  or 
notice  of  proposed  disallowance  Issued 
pm^uant  to  Uils  subpart  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  an  action  of  which  there  may  be 
an  administrative  appeal  pursuant  to 
Subpart  H  of  this  part. 

(b)  Any  person  to  whom  a  remedial 
order,  a  remedial  order  for  immediate 
compliance,  or  an  order  of  disallowance 
is  Issued  pursuant  to  this  subpart  may 
file  an  appeal  with  the  FEA  Office  of  Ex- 
ceptlcms  and  Appeals  or  with  the  appro¬ 
priate  Regional  Office  in  accordance  with 


Subpart  H  of  this  part.  The  84>peal  must 
be  filed  within  10  detys  of  service  of  the 
order  from  which  the  appeal  is  taknx,  or 
within  10  days  of  the  date  at  which  a 
notice  of  proposed  disallowance  has  be¬ 
come  an  order  of  disallowance  pursuant 
to  §  205.194(b). 

(FR  DOC.7&-14935  Filed  6-A-76;2:ie  pm] 

FECIERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[  18  CFR  Parts  2, 154, 157  ] 

[Docket  No.  RM75-14] 

NATURAL  GAS 

National  Rates  for  Jurisdictional  Sales; 

Further  Extension  of  Time 

May  30.  1975. 

National  rates  for  Jurisdictional  sales 
of  natural  gas  dedicated  to  Interstate 


commerce  on  or  after  January  1,  1973, 
for  the  Period  January  1, 1975,  to  Decem¬ 
ber  31.  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  date 
for  filing  comments  in  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  rulemaking,  fixed  by  order  Issued 
December  4.  1974,  (39  FR  43093,  Decem¬ 
ber  10, 1974)  and  most  recently  extended 
by  notice  issued  May  13,  1975  (40  FR 
22006,  May  20,  1975),  is  further  ex¬ 
tended  to  and  Including  June  10,  1975. 
The  date  for  filing  reply  comments  is 
extended  to  and  including  July  10,  1975. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-14914  Filed  6-0-76:8:46  am] 
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•Pil*  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Noticee 
of  hearings  and  investigetions,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  In  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

PROHIBITIONS  ON  SECURITIES  TRANS¬ 
ACTIONS  WITH  CERTAIN  BROKER 
DEALERS,  REPORTING  DEALERS  AND 
BANKS 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Exemption 

Cross  Reference  :  For  a  document 
concerning  an  extension  of  an  exemp¬ 
tion  by  both  the  Internal  Revenue  Serv¬ 
ice  and  the  Department  of  Labor  relat¬ 
ing  to  certain  securities  transactions  be¬ 
tween  employee  benefit  plans  and  certain 
broker-dealers,  reporting  dealers  and 
hfl-nka  from  the  prohibited  transaction 
provisions  of  section  4975  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1964  and  section  406  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income  Secu¬ 
rity  Act  of  1974,  see  FR  Doc.  75-15120, 
Infra. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Army 

ARMY  ADVISORY  PANEL  ON  ROTC 
AFFAIRS 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
dated  October  6,  1972,  notice  is  given  of 
a  meeting  of  the  Army  Advisory  Panel  on 
ROTC  Affairs,  as  follows: 

Date  of  Meeting:  July  8-10, 1976. 

Place:  Fort  Knox,  Kentucky. 

Proposed  Schedule  of  Activities 

JTTLT  8 

0630-1730  Observe  ROTC  Cadet  Training. 
JULY  9 

0620-1700  Conference.  Proposed  Discussion 
Topics  Include: 

ROTC  Cadet  AttriUon. 

ROTC  Scholarsblp  Program. 
Senior  ROTC  Curriculum. 
ROTC  Recruiting  and  Publicity 
Activities. 

Future  ROTC  Programs. 

Army  Assistance  to  Military 
Colleges. 

ROTC  Camp  Pew  Ratings. 

How  PMS  Fares  In  Relatlim  to 
Their  Counterparts. 

Army  Assistance  to  MlUtary 
Institutes. 

JULY  10 

6740-1130  Attend  ROTC  Basic  Camp 
Activities. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Dated:  June  2, 1975. 

CLINTON  A.  Fields, 
Major,  OS,  Army  Advisory  Panel 
Executive  Secretary,  on  ROTC 
Affairs. 

fFR  Doo.76-14884  FUed  6-8-76:8:46  am] 


Department  of  the  Navy 

CHIEF  OF  NAVAL  OPERATIONS  EXECUTIVE 
PANEL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
App,  1),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations  Executive 
Panel  Advisory  Committee  will  <  hold  a 
closed  meeting  on  July  9-10,  1975,  at  the 
Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C.  The  sessions 
will  commence  at  9  a.m.  and  terminate 
at  5:30  p.m.  dally. 

The  agenda  will  consist  of  matters  re¬ 
quired  by  Executive  Order  to  be  kept  se¬ 
cret  in  the  interest  of  national  defense, 
including  intelligence  systems  and  ap¬ 
plications,  security  pn-ograms,  advanced 
and  specialized  technology,  and  long- 
range  Navy  plans.  Accordingly,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Navy  has  determined  In 
writing  that  the  public  Interest  requires 
that  this  meeting  be  closed  to  the  public 
because  it  will  be  concerned  with  matters 
listed  In  section  552(b)(1)  of  title  5, 
U.8.C. 

Dated :  June  3, 1975. 

William  O.  Miller, 
Rear  Admiral.  JAGC,  V.S.  Navy. 
Deputy  Judge  Advocate  Gen¬ 
eral. 

[FR  Doc.76-14945  Filed  6-e-75;8 :45  am) 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

DEFENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD  TASK  FORCE 

ON  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  SPACE 

SHUTTLE  UTILIZATION 

Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

The  Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force 
on  Department  of  Defense  Space  Shuttle 
Utilization  scheduled  to  meet  in  closed 
session  on  18  and  19  June  1975  is  can¬ 
celled  and  is  rescheduled  to  meet  on 
June  23  and  24,  1975,  at  the  Pentagon, 
Washington,  DC  20301. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  the  Director  of  Defense  Re¬ 
search  and  E:ngineering  ,on  overall  re¬ 
search  and  engineering  and  to  provide 
long  range  guidance  in  these  areas  to  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

The  Task  Force  will  examine  how  the 
Space  Shuttle  with  its  new  capabilities 
can  lead  to  more  effective  military  space 
operations  in  the  future. 

In  accordance  with  Pub.  L.  92-463,  sec¬ 
tion  10.  Paragraph  (d).  it  has  been  de¬ 
termined  that  Defense  Science  Board 
meetings  concern  matters  listed  In  sec¬ 
tion  552(b)  of  TiUe  5  of  the  United 
States  code,  particularly  Subparagraph 
(1)  thereof,  and  that  the  public  interest 
requires  such  meetings  to  be  closed  Inso¬ 


far  as  the  requirements  of  subsections 
(a)(1)  and  (a)(3)  of  section  10,  Pub. 
L.  92-463  are  concerned. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  (Comptroller  ^ . 

June  4,  1975. 

|FR  Doc.76-14975  Filed  6-6-75;8:45  am] 

DEFENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD  TASK  FORCE 

ON  “ELECTRONIC  TEST  EQUIPMENT” 

Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 
‘'Electronle  Test  Equipment”  will  meet 
in  open  seesiOB  on  July  9  and  10,  in 
Room  9W07,  National  Center  Building 
#1,  2511  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 

Arlington,  Virginia.  Hie  session  will  com¬ 
mence  at  9 : 00  a.m.  each  day. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  Director  of  Defense  Research 
and  Engineering  on  overaU  research  and 
engineering  and  to  provide  long-range 
guidance  in  these  areas  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense. 

The  primary  responsibility  of  the  Task 
Force  is  to  examine  the  greater  use  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  of  privately- 
developed,  commercially-avallable,  off- 
the-shelf  electronic  test  equipment,  in¬ 
cluding  modiflcatlons  thereof,  with  the 
goal  of  achieving  economy  and  reliability 
benefits  for  the  several  Armed  Services 
and  to  recommend  policies  and  proce¬ 
dures  which  will  maximize  these  benefits. 

This  will  be  the  fifth  meeting  of  the 
Task  Force.  The  planned  agenda  will 
cover  three  general  areas: 

1.  Procurement. 

2.  Logistics. 

3.  Applications,  Requirements  and  Equip¬ 
ment. 

The  detailed  discussions  and  investi¬ 
gations  into  these  general  areas  will  be 
conducted  by  working  groups  made  up 
of  designated  Task  Force  members  of 
their  designated  representatives  and 
selected  Task  Force  oteervers.  Each 
working  group  will  formulate  proposals 
related  to  its  general  area  of  respon¬ 
sibility  corresponding  to  one  of  the  three 
specified  above.  The  working  group  pro¬ 
posals  as  approved  by  the  Task  Fbrce  will 
form  the  basis  for  the  ultimate  Task 
Force  recommendations. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  are  advised 
that  a  reasonable  quantity  of  seating  for 
observers  will  be  available  on  a  first- 
come.  first-seated  basis.  No  specific  ar¬ 
rangements  or  notification  of  desire  to 
attend  Is  necessary. 
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NOTICES 


The  Executive  Secretary  for  the  Task 
Force  Is  Itir.  Rudolph  J.  Sgro,  OASD 
(l&L)  WS.  Room  2A318.  Pentagon.  Wash- 
lngt(m.  D.C.  20301. 

Mauricb  W.  Rochb, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  iComptroller) . 

June  4.  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-14976  Filed  6-6-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[NM  26711] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

May  30,  1975. 

Notice  Is  hereby  glv^  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185).  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  Nov^nber  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  Llano,  Inc.  has  amiUed  for  a  4  Inch 
natural  gas  pipeline  right-of-way  across 
the  following  land: 

New  Mexico  Pbincipai.  Meridian, 

New  Mexico 


T.  21  S.,  B.  32  E. 

Sec.  11.  SW‘4NEV4.  E'/aSW^  and 
NW^SE^. 


This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .566  miles  of  national  resource 
land  in  Lea  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  in¬ 
form  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so.  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  PO 
Box  1397,  RosweU,  NM  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

IFH  Doc.76-14946  FUed  6-6-76:8:46  am] 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  follow- 
tng  application  for  a  permit  Is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  ot 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1978 
(Pub.  L.  93-205). 

AppUoent.  daps  Bomaln  Nattimal  WUdltfa 
Bafnga.  Bonta  1.  Box  191,  Awendaw,  South 
OaroUna  S9429,  Mr.  Oeorge  B.  Oarrls. 


OUB  HO. 


KPARTtXNT  Of  THE  IHTFOIQl 
in  viiaufEscnicE 

FEDERAL  nSilAKOWILOllFE 
UCENSE/PEKJTAPPUCATIOH 


Capa  Eoaain  NWR 
Mr.  George  R.  Garris 
Route  If  Box  iyi 
Airendaw,  S.  C.,  29h29 
Phono  803-928-3368 


(a)  Scientific  migratory  pattemSy  en¬ 
vironmental  pollutant  studies,  and  be¬ 
havioral  pattern's  by  Patuxent  Research 
3 enter  and  Refuge  personnel,  on  Brown 
Pelicans,  including  banding* 

(b)  Authority  to  collect  dead  birds 
3r  parts. 


I.  APf>uCATiON  FOR  (tadicmle  pmlg  ea«^ 


□ 


IMPORT  OR  eXPORT  UCOtSC 


s 


4  IF  **APPl.lCAMr*  a  AN  INOIVIOUAU.  COMPLCTC  IHC  rCHjL.O«nH« 


□  MR.  0MR$.  QmIS  DMI. 

HEIGHT  - 

irBSiT - 

OAT£  OF  fMRTH 

COiiORHMIl 

COtONKYCi 

FtiONE  NUMBCR  «Her<6  EMPU3VEO 

SeCUfNTV  MUMOeil 

4XPt.AlN  TTPAi  OR  KIND  OF  BUSJNCtSB  AGENCY.  OR  INSTiTUnOII 


OCCUPATION 


$.  i.OCATlON  WNERE  PROPOSED  ACnVITV  1$  TO  OC  OONOUCTCO 

Scientific  Studjr,  Banding,  CoUeoting 
on  South  Carolina  Rookery  or  Colony 
Areas,  Principfld  areas  are  on  Cape 
Romain  NWR 


T.  OO  YOU  HOCO  ANY  CURmfNTLY  VAUO  FCOERAC  F7M  AM 
fMLOUPCUCENSCORPCfMlTI  Q  YCt  Q  NO 


W  fM,  Met  Ucmm  m  patmt  e»pI8M| 

US  FHS  Permit  62^0 


•l  ip  re^ireo  Iy  any  state  or  PORCION  OOVCRNMCNT,  OO 
HAVE  TRSIR  APPROVAL^  CONOUCT  TMC  ACTIVITY  YOU 
PfWOSCt  S  ^  G  NO 

Pf/M,  lUl  fmtaSettmc  md  tpfa  dbc— MtN 

Memo  of  Authority  to  Band  from  S.  C. 
Wildlife  Resources  Dept.  3/15/71  -  Goq 

vjitil.  rovolced 


KA 


tti  OESIRCD  CFFCCTlVt 
OATP 

May,  197? 


II.  oufv^noN  Nceoeo 

1  year 


i  ATTAOMEHTt.  THE  SPCOFIC  MPOfWAIKM  HCQUIREO  TO.  THE  TYPE  OF  UCEHSE/PCWAIT  RilOueSTEO  (law  M  CF«  ti.lVM  WST  M 
ATTAChEO,  it  constitutes  am  mTEORAI.  PART  OP  TMS  APPUCATKM.  UST  SECTIONS  OF  SO  CFR  UNDER  .HI CM  ATTACHMENTS  ANB 
PROVIOEa 


50  C  y  R  13,  13.12  (b) 
50  C  P  R  17,  17,  23 


CEI.TinCATJOi( 

I  HERESr  csmnr  that  I  hate  read  and  AR  FAMIUAR  wm  the  REOULATIONS  OJMTAIHEO  M  TITtE  »,  PART  a  OP  THE  CODE  OP  FEDERAL 
RECOLAT10NI  AND  THE  OTHER  AFPLICAELE  P.ARTS  M  SUaCHATTER  •  OF  OIAPTER I  OF  TITLE  M.  AND  I  fURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  l!IF0*l. 
EATKM  SueUTTED  HI  THIS  AFFLICAT.'SH  FOR  A  UCaiSE.-F£RnlT  IS  00aUn.£T£  AIIO  ACCURATE  TO  THE  OEST  OF  ET  KNOHLESCE  AND  0GJ£F. 

I UNOERWAMOJIMT  ANT  FALSE  STATCREIIT  HEREIN  SUMECT  K  TO  THE  CRUUHAL  PENALTIES  OF  U  UXC  IWL 
sfONATURf  (h  I  OAT. 


4lf£f7r' 


George  R,  Cnrris 


Part  13.  Attachments:  From  60  CFB  IS. 
Section  13.ia(b);  60  CFB  17.  SeoUon  17.23. 

Type  of  permit  Section 

Endangered  wildUfe 

permlta  _  17.23  (60  CFB  17) 

Scientific _ _ 

50  CFB  17.23.  . 

A.  (1)  PeUcan,  Brown  (Peleoanus  occiden- 
taUs). 

Bwding — ^up  to  300,  at  flight  stage,  collec¬ 
tion  of  eggs  from  nest  marked  for  special 
sampling,  and  collecUcm  of  whole  or  parte 

dead  birds. 

(3)  NA. 

(3)  Under  B^uge  Management  Study  es¬ 
tablished  cm  a  cooperative  basis  between 
Cape  Bomaln  NWB  and  Patuxent  7711411110 
Besearch  Center,  the  study  was  initiated  to 
extend  over  a  five  year  period  termlnaUng 
In  August,  1976. 

The  study,  "Belatlons  of  the  Brown  PeUcan 
to  Certain  Environmental  FoUutants**  con¬ 
ducted  by  Lawrence  B.  Blue,  involves  ob¬ 
servation,  banding,  egg  ooUeistliig  to  deter¬ 


mine  sheU  thickness,  egg  fertility  and  other 
factors  Influenced  by  certain  poUutante,  !«.. 
DDE,  DDD,  DDT,  Dleldiin,  etc. 

(4)  Dead  birds  (whole  or  parts),  egg  shells 
and  contents  wlU  be  used  or  maintained  at 
Patuxent  Wildlife  Besearch  Center  Fish  and 
WUdllfe  Service,  UB.  Department  ot  the 
Interior,  Laurel.  Maryland,  9081 1. 

(5)  NA.  Does  not  Involve  lmp<»tatlon. 

(6)  NA. 

(7)  NA. 

B.  (1)  NA. 

(3)  NA. 

C.  (1)  NA. 

(3)  NA. 

(8)  NA. 

(4)  Expertise  and  faclUtlee  adequate. 

(6)  NA  Umlted  egg  rmnoval,  approximately 
60. 

D.  NA  no  Importation. 

Documents  and  other  Information 
submitted  In  connection  with  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  avMlable  for  public  Inspec- 
tlaa  during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
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Service’s  ofiQce  in  Suite  600,  1612  K 
Street.  NW..  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (PWS/LE), 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post 
Office  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  All  relevant  comments  received 
on  or  before  July  9,  1975,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered. 


'  Dated:  June  2, 1975. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief,  Division  of  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

IPR  Doc.75-16007  Piled  5-6-76:8:46  am] 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
[Docket  No.  M  76-111] 

BISHOP  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301  <c)  of  the  Pederal  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  (30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970) ).  Bishop  Coal  Company  has  filed 
a  petition  to  modify  the  application  of 
30  CPR  75.1101-4  to  the  following  mines: 
Bishop  Nos.  33-37,  34  and  36  Mines, 
located  in  McDowell  County,  West 
Virginia. 

30  CPR  75.1101-4  provides: 


Petitioner  requests  modification  of 
§  75.1101-4  to  permit  use  of  a  single  line 
of  nozzles  as  part  of  its  deluge  water 
spray  system  at  main  and  secondary 
belt-conveyor  drives  in  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  tniiies. 

(1)  Nozzles  on  the  proposed  single  line 
would  be  maintained  at  a  distance  of 
not  more  than  eight  feet  apart  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  S  75.1101-4. 

(2)  The  proposed  modification  will  at 
times  guarantee  no  less  than  the  same 
measure  of  protection  afforded  the  min¬ 
ers  by  use  of  the  branch  line  system 
requlJ^  by  S  75.1101-4. 

(3)  The  capability  of  the  single  line 
system  to  meet  the  Intent  of  the  subject 
regulation  has  been  confirmed  by  Mr. 
Will  Jamiscm  of  the  Lee  Engineering 
Company.  Mr.  Jamison  was  a  member 
of  a  research  team  which  operated  under 
MESA’S  Technical  Support  Group  to  de¬ 
termine  the  eflQciency  of  the  proposed 
single  line  system.  The  preliminary  re¬ 
port  of  this  Technical  Support  Group 
concluded  that  a  single  line  system  with 
nozzles  spaced  not  more  than  eight  feet 
apart  is  as  efficient  for  safety  purposes 
as  the  branch  line  system.  Petltlcmer  al¬ 
ready  has  Installed  several  single  line 
systems  in  its  mines  after  obtaining  the 
concurrence  of  Mr.  William  R.  Parks, 
former  MESA  District  4  Manager,  on 
December  5,  1970. 

(4)  Petitioner  requests  the  modifica¬ 
tion  herein  described  for  reasons  of  eoon- 


NOTiCES 

omy.  The  cost  of  piping,  nozzles  and 
man-hours  of  installation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  branch  line  systems  is  approxi¬ 
mately  double  the  cost  of  the  equally 
effective  single  line  system. 

(5)  Petitioner’s  Alternate  Method,  (a) 
The  Petitioner  shall  install  a  single  line 
of  nozzles  as  part  of  its  deluge-type  spray 
system  at  main  and -secondary  belt-con¬ 
veyor  drives  in  the  above-captioned 
mines. 

(b)  The  single  branch  line  shall  have 
a  minimum  inside  diameter  of  2  inches, 
shall  be  Installed  at  or  above  the  plane 
of  the  top  belt,  and  shall  be  offset  to  one 
side  of  the  belt. 

(c)  The  nozzles  shall  be  installed  at  in¬ 
tervals  of  between  6  and  8  feet  and  shall 
be  positioned  so  as  to  insure  that  a  pat¬ 
tern  of  water  released  by  the  nozzles  will 
be  directed  at  the  top  and  bottom  sur¬ 
faces  of  the  top  belt  and  the  top  surface 
of  the  bottom  belt. 

(d)  Petitioner’s  proposed  system  shall 
meet  the  requirements  of  §§  76.1101-1, 
75.1101-2,  and  75.1101-3  of  the  regula¬ 
tions. 

(e)  All  supplementary  firefighting 
equipment  and  fire-detection  systems 
for  belt  conveyor  Installations  and 
permanent  electrical  Installations  shall 
be  provided  as  required  by  subpart  L  of 
the  Code  of  Pederal  Regulations. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  July  9, 
1975.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia,  22203.  Copies 
of  the  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

May  29, 1975. 

|FR  Doc.76-14886  Piled  6-6-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  76-113] 

ITMANN  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)  of  the  Federid  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Itmann  Coal  Company  has  filed 
a  petition  to  modify  the  application  of 
30  CFR  75.1101-4  to  the  following  mines: 
Itmann  Nos.  1,  2,  3  and  4  Mines,  located 
in  Wyoming  County,  West  l^rglnla. 

30  CFR  75.1101-4  provides: 

As  a  part  of  the  deluge-type  water  spray 
system,  two  or  more  branch  Unes  of  noezles 
shall  be  Installed.  The  maximum  distance 
between  nozzles  shall  not  exceed  8  feet. 

Petitioner  requests  modification  of 
S  75.1101-4  to  permit  use  of  a  single  line 
of  nozzles  as  part  of  Its  deluge  water 
spray  system  at  main  and  secondary 
belt-conveyor  drives  In  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  mines. 


As  a  part  of  the  deluge-type  water  spray 
system,  two  or  more  branch  lines  of  nozzles 
shall  be  installed.  The  maximum  distance 
between  nozzles  shaU  not  exceed  8  feet. 


24.54.", 

(1)  Nozzles  on  the  proposed  single  line 
would  be  maintained  at  a  distance  of  not 
more  than  eight  feet  apart  in  accordance 
with  S  75.1101-4. 

(2)  The  proposed  modifications  will  at 
all  times  guarantee  no  less  than  the  same 
measure  of  protection  afforded  the  mln- 
trs  by  use  of  the  branch  line  system  re¬ 
quired  by  S  75.1101-4. 

(3)  ’The  capability  of  the  single  line 
system  to  meet  the  intent  of  the  subject 
regulation  has  been  confirmed  by  Mr. 
Will  Jamison  of  the  Lee  Engineering 
Company.  Mr.  Jamison  was  a  member  of 
a  research  team  which  operated  imder 
MESA’S  Technical  Support  Group  to  de¬ 
termine  the  efficiency  of  the  proposed 
single  line  system.  The  preliminary  re¬ 
port  of  this  Technical  Support  Group 
concluded  that  a  single  line  system  with 
nozzles  spaced  not  more  than  eight  feet 
apart  is  as  efficient  for  safety  purposes 
as  the  branch  line  system.  Petitioner  al¬ 
ready  has  Installed  several  single  line 
systems  in  its  mines  after  obtaining  the 
concurrence  of  Mr.  William  R.  Parks, 
former  MESA  District  4  Manager,  on 
December  5, 1970. 

(4)  Petitioner  requests  the  modifica¬ 
tion  herein  described  for  reasons  of  econ¬ 
omy.  The  cost  of  piping,  nozzles  and  man¬ 
hours  of  installation  and  maintenance  of 
branch  line  systems  is  approximately 
double  the  cost  of  the  equally  effective 
single  line  system. 

(5)  Petitioner’s  Alternate  Method,  (a) 
The  Petitioner  shall  Install  a  single  line 
of  nozzles  as  part  of  its  deluge-type  spray 
system  at  main  and  secondary  belt-con¬ 
veyor  drives  in  the  above-captioned 
mines. 

(b)  The  single  branch  line  shall  have  a 
minimum  inside  diameter  of  2  inches, 
shall  be  Installed  at  or  above  the  plane 
of  the  top  belt,  and  shall  be  offset  to  one 
side  of  the  belt. 

(c)  ’The  nozzles  shall  be  Installed  at  in¬ 
tervals  of  between  6  and  8  feet  and  shall 
be  positioned  so  as  to  insure  that  a  pat¬ 
tern  of  water  released  by  the  nozzles  will 
be  directed  at  the  top  and  bottom  sur¬ 
faces  of  the  top  belt  and  the  top  surface 
of  the  botton  belt. 

(d)  Petitioner’s  proposed  system  shall 
meet  the  requirements  of  SS  75.1101-1, 
75.1101-2,  and  75.1101-3  of  the 
regulations. 

(e)  All  supplementary  firefighting 
equipment  and  fire-detection  systems  for 
belt  conve3^r  installations  and  perma¬ 
nent  electrical  installations  shall  be  pro¬ 
vided  as  required  by  subpart  L  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Persons  Interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  9, 1975. 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior.  4015  Wilson  Boulevard.  Ar¬ 
lington,  Vir^nla  22203.  Copies  of  the  pe¬ 
tition  are  available  for  inspection  at  that 
address. 

Jambs  R.  Richards, 
Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

Mat  29, 1975. 

[FR  Doe.76-14886  Filed  6-6-76;8:46  am] 
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NOTICES 


[Docket  No.  M  75-110] 

POCAHONTAS  FUEL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  UJS.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Pocahontas  Fuel  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1101-4  to  the  following 
mines; 

Location  by 

Mttie  County  and  State 

Beechfork _  McDowell,  W.  Va. 

Buckeye _  Wyoming,  W.  Va. 

Cook  No.  6 _  Wyoming,  W.  Va 

Crane  Creek  Nos.  6, 11, 

and  12 _  Mercer,  W.  Va. 

Dorothy  Eagle  No.  6 _  Wyoming,  W.  Va 

Eckman  Nos.  11  and 

12 - - -  McDoweU,  W.  Va. 

Eckman-Page _  McDoweU,  W,  Va. 

Hernsbaw  No.  2 _  Wyoming,  W.  Va. 

Jenklnjonee _  McDoweU,  W.  Va. 

Ijaurel  No.  2 _  TaaeweU,  Va. 

Lynco  No.  2 _  Wyoming,  W.  Va. 

Maitland- _ _  McDoweU.  W.  Va. 

Matthews _  Claiborne,  Tenn. 

Modoc _  Mercer,  W.  Va. 

Rowland  Noe.  2,  S,  4, 

and  10 _  Raleigh,  W.  Va. 

Turkey  Gap _  Mercer.  W.  Va. 

30  (TFR  75.1101-4  provides: 

As  a  part  of  the  deluge-type  water  spray 
system,  two  or  more  branch  lines  of  nozzles 
shaU  be  installed.  The  maximum  distance 
between  nozzles  shaU  not  exceed  8  feet. 

Petitioner  requests  modification  of 
S  75.1101-4  to  permit  use  of  a  single  line 
of  nozzles  as  part. of  its  deluge  water 
spray  system  at  main  and  secondary 
belt-conveyor  drives  in  the  above- 
captioned  mines. 

(1)  Nozzles  on  the  proposed  single  line 
would  be  maintained  at  a  distance  of  not 
more  than  eight  feet  apart  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  S  75.1101-4. 

(2)  The  proposed  modification  will  at 
all  times  guarantee  no  less  than  the  same 
measure  of  protection  afforded  the  min¬ 
ers  by  use  of  the  branch  line  system  re¬ 
quired  by  S  75.1101-4. 

(3)  The  capability  of  the  single  line 
system  to  meet  the  Intent  of  the  subject 
regulation  has  been  confirmed  by  Mr. 
Will  Jamison  of  the  Lee  Englneodng 
Company.  Mr.  Jamlscm  was  a  member  of 
a  research  team  which  operated  under 
MESA’S  Technical  Supptnt  Group  to  de¬ 
termine  the  efficiency  of  the  pn^xwed 
single  line  system..  The  preliminary  re¬ 
port  oi  this  Technical  Suppcxt  Group 
concluded  that  a  single  line  system  with 
nozzles  ^Mced  not  more  than  eight  feet 
apart  Is  as  efficient  for  safety  purposes 
as  the  branch  line  syst^.  Petitioner  al¬ 
ready  has  Installed  several  single  line 
systems  In  Its  mines  after  obtaining  the 
concurraioe  of  Mr.  William  R  Pario, 
tonoer  MESA  EHstrlct  4  Manager,  <m 
December  5,  1970. 

(4)  Petitioner  requests  the  modifica¬ 
tion  hoeln  described  for  reasons  of 
economy.  The  cost  ot  piping,  nonles  and 
man-hours  of  installation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  branch  line  syst^ns  Is  approx¬ 


imately  double  the  cost  of  the  equally 
effective  single  line  system. 

(5)  Petitioner’s  Alternate  Method. 

(a)  The  Petitioner  shall  install  a  single 
line  of  nozzles  as  part  of  its  deluge- type 
spray  system  at  main  and  secondary  belt- 
conveyor  drives  in  the  above-captioned 
mines. 

(b)  The  single  branch  line  shall  have 
a  minimum  inside  diameter  of  2  inches, 
shall  be  Installed  at  or  above  the  plane 
of  the  top  belt,  and  shall  be  offset  to  one 
side  of  the  belt. 

(c)  The  nozzles  shall  be  installed  at 
Intervals  of  between  6  and  8  feet  and 
shall  be  positioned  so  as  to  insure  that 
a  pattern  of  water  released  by  the  nozzles 
will  be  directed  at  the  top  and  bottom 
surfaces  of  the  top  belt  and  the  top  sur¬ 
face  of  the  bottom  belt. 

(d>  Petitioner’s  proposed  system  shall 
meet  the  requirements  of  §S  75.1101-1, 
75.1101-2,  and  75.1101-3  of  the  regula¬ 
tions. 

(e)  All  supplementary  firefighting 
equipment  and  fire-detection  systems  for 
belt  conveyor  installations  and  perma¬ 
nent  electrical  installations  shall  be  pro¬ 
vided  as  required  by  subpart  L  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regiilatlons. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  9.  1975. 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Hearings  Division.  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Ar¬ 
lington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the 
petition  are  available  for  inspection  at 
that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 

Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

May  29,  1975. 

|FR  Doc.75-14887  Filed  6-6-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  CM-6/69] 

GOVERNMENT  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 

INTERNATIONAL  BOOK  AND  LIBRARY 

PROGRAMS 

Meeting 

Ihe  Government  Advisory  Committee 
on  International  Book  and  Library  Pro¬ 
grams  wUl  meet  In  open  session  in  Room 
1406  in  the  Department  of  State.  2201  C 
Street.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  from  9 
aju.  to  4:30  p.m.  on  July  17.  1975.  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  are  Invited  to  attend. 

The  Com^ttee  will  discuss : 

1.  The  UNESCO  aemlnar  on  leading. 

2.  The  Florence  and  BMrut  Agreementa, 
and 

8.  A  future  Committee  meeting  on  Infor¬ 
mation  programs  of  other  countries. 

Fot  purposes  fulfilling  building 
security  requirements,  anyone  wishing  to 
attend  the  meeting  must  advise  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Secretary  by  telephone  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  the  meeting.  Telei^one:  632- 
2841. 

Dated:  June  2, 1975. 

Carol  M.  Owens, 

Executive  Secretary. 

(ro  D00.76-14M8  FUed  6-e-76;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

CARRIZO  GRAZING  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

The  Carrizo  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
will  meet  at  2  p.m.  on  July  11,  1975,  at 
the  District  Ranger’s  Office,  212  East 
10th  Street,  Springfield,  Colorado  81073. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  drought  conditions  and  management 
situations  on  the  Carrizo  Unit  of  the  Co¬ 
manche  National  Grassland. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should 
notify  the  District  Ranger’s  Office,  P.O. 
Box  127,  Springfield,  Colorado  81073, 
(303)  523-6591.  Written  statements  may 
be  filed  with  the  board  before  or  after 
the  meeting. 

The  board  has  no  established  rules  for 
public  participation. 

Dated;  June 2, 1975. 

R.  N.  Ridings, 

Forest  Supervisor. 

|FR  Doc.75-14942  Filed  6-6-75:8:45  am] 


RIO  GRANDE  NATIONAL  FOREST  TIMBER 
MANAGEMENT  PLAN  REVISION 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Timber 
Management  Plan  for  the  Rio  Grande 
National  Forest.  The  Forest  Service  re¬ 
port  number  is  USDA-FS-R2-FES(Adm) 
Fy-75-02. 

This  proposal  is  to  revise  the  1962 
(Rev.)  Timber  Management  Plan  for  the 
Rio  Grande  National  Forest.  Such  plans 
are  required  to  regulate  the  flow  of  tim¬ 
ber  products  from  National  Forest  lands. 

The  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CJEQ  on  December  4, 
1974. 

This  flnal  environmental-  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  June  2, 1975. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  r^mlar  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA,  Fcmst  Service 

So.  Agriculture  Bldg..  Boom  3230 

13th  St.  and  Independence  Ave.,  BW 

Washington,  D.C.  30250 

USDA.  Forest  Service 

11177  West  8th  Avenue 

P.O.  Box  25137 

Denver,  Ocdorado  80225 

USDA.  Forest  Service 

Bio  Orande  National  Forest 

1803  West  Highway  160 

Monte  Vista,  Oolorado  81 144 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  W.  J.  Lucas, 
Regional  Forester,  USDA  Forest  Service, 
11177  West  8th  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  25127, 
Denver.  Colorado  80225. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
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and  local  agencies  as  outlined  In  the 
CEQ  guidelines. 

Dated:  June  2, 1975. 

Clayton  B.  Pierce, 
Director,  Multiple  Use  and  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Coordi¬ 
nation. 

|FR  Doc.76-1494g  Filed  6-6-76:8:46  am] 


TIMPAS  UNIT  GRAZING  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

The  Timpas  Unit  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  will  meet  at  1 :30  p.m.  on  July  15, 
1975,  at  the  Forest  Service  ofSce,  East 
Highway  50,  La  Junta,  Colorado  81050. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  Is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  drought  conditions  and  manage¬ 
ment  situations  on  the  Timpas  Unit  of 
the  Comanche  National  Grassland. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should 
notify  the  District  Ranger’s  Office,  PO. 
Box  817,  La  Junta,  Colorado  81050,  (303) 
384-2181.  Written  statements  may  be 
filed  with  the  board  before  or  after  the 
meeting. 

The  board  has  no  established  rules  for 
public  participation. 

Dated:  Jime  2, 1975. 

R.  N.  Ridings, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

IFR  D0O.76-14941  FUed  6-6-76;8:46  am] 

WALLOWA  VALLEY  PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  Wallowa 
Valley  Planning  Unit,  Wallowa-Whltman 
National  Forest,  Oregon.  USDA-FS-R6- 
75-17-DES-(Adm.) 

The  envlronmentsJ  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposed  resource  allocation. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  June  2,  1975. 

Copies  are  available  for  Inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service 
South  Agriculture  Bldg.,  Boom  8380 
12th  St.  and  Independence  Are.,  SW 
Washington,  D.C.  30260. 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

Pacific  Northwest  Region 

819  SW  Pine  Street 

Portland,  Oregon  97304 

Wallowa-Whltman  National  Forest 

Federal  Building 

Baker,  Oregon  97814 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor,  A.  Q.  Oard,  Wallowa-Whltman 
National  Forest,  Federal  Building,  Baker, 
Oregon  97814. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  In  the 
CEQ  guidelines. 


Comments  are  Invited  from  the  public, 
and  from  State  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce  en¬ 
vironmental  standards,  and  from  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  having  Jurisdiction  by  law 
or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any 
environmental  Impact  Involv^  for  which 
comments  have  not  been  requested. 

Con^jjients  concerning  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  and  requests  for  additional  informa¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  A.  G.  Oard, 
Wallowa-Whltman  National  Forest,  P.O. 
Box  907,  Baker,  Oregon  97814.  Comments 
must  be  received  by  August  11,  1975,  in 
order  to  be  considered  In  the  preparaUon 
of  the  final  environmental  statement. 

Robert  R.  Tyrrel, 

Director, 

Planning,  Programing  and  Budgeting. 

June  2,  1975. 

|FR  Doc.7fi-14939  Filed  6-6-75:8; 45  am] 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

BAYOU  PLAQUEMINE  BRULE 
WATERSHED  PROJECT.  LOUISIANA 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Coimcll  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973) ;  and  Part  650  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guidelines 
(39  FR  19650,  June  3.  1974) ;  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  statement  (EIS) 
for  the  Bayou  Plaquemine  Brule  Water¬ 
shed  Project,  Acadia  and  St.  Landry 
Parishes,  Louisiana,  USDA-SCS-EIS- 
WS-(ADM)  -75-3-(P)  -LA. 

The  EIS  concerns  a  plan  for  watershed 
protection,  fiood  prevention,  and  drain¬ 
age.  The  planned  works  of  Improvement 
Include  conservation  land  treatment  sup¬ 
plemented  by  channel  work.  The  chan¬ 
nel  work  will  Include  clearing  on  26  miles 
of  channels  and  203  miles  of  channel 
excavation  In  a  fiatland  watershed  that 
Is  80  percent  cropland  and  grassland. 
Of  the  229  miles  of  channel  work  pro¬ 
posed,  218  miles  will  involve  those  with 
ephemeral  fiow,  5  miles  with  Intermit¬ 
tent  fiow,  and  6  miles  with  ponded  water. 
Only  2  miles  of  the  total  work  will 'be 
undertaken  on  unmodified  natural  chan¬ 
nels.  The  majority  of  the  work,  227  miles, 
Is  on  channels  which  are  manmade  or 
previously  modified. 

The  final  ETS  has  been  filed  with  the 
Council  on  Envlronmentcd  Quality. 

Bayou  Plaquemine  Brule  Watershed,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Notice  of  AvallabUlty  of  Final  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Impact  Statement. 

A  limited  supply  Is  available  at  the 
following  location  to  fill  single  copy 
requests: 

SoU  Conservation  Service,  USDA 
8737  Government  Street 
Post  Office  Box  1630 
Alexandria,  Louisiana  71801 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Refer¬ 
ence  Services) 

Dated:  May  30, 1975. 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Wa¬ 
ter  Resources,  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service. 

1  FR  Doc.76-14943  FUed  6-6-76;  8 :46  am  | 


KICKAPOO  CREEK  WATERSHED  (LIPAN) 
PROJECT,  TEXAS 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973) ;  and  Part  650  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guidelines 
(39  FR  19650,  June  3,  1974) ;  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  statement  (EIS) 
for  the  Kickapoo  Creek  Watershed 
(Lipan)  Project,  Erath,  Hood,  Palo 
Pinto,  and  Parker  Counties,  Texas, 
USDA-SCS-EIS-WS-(  ADM)  -74-17  <F)  - 
TX. 

The  EIS  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  fiood  prevention.  The 
planned  works  of  Improvement  provide 
for  conservation  land  treatment  and  six 
floodwater  retarding  structures. 

The  final  EIS  has  been  filed  with  the 
Coimcll  on  Environmental  Quality. 

A  limited  supply  Is  available  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  location  to  fill  single  copy  re¬ 
quests: 

Boll  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Temple,  Texas  76601. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10,904,  National  Archives  Refer¬ 
ence  Services.) 

Dated:  May  30, 1975. 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

(FR  Doc.75-14044  FUed  6-6-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

ESCALADE,  INC. 

Petition  for  Determination 

A  petition  by  Escalade,  Inc.,  of  White 
Plains,  New  York,  was  accepted  for  filing 
on  June  4,  1975,  under  section  251  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  and  in  confomfity  with 
“Adjustment  Assistance  Certification 
Regulations  for  Firms,’*  15  CPR  Part  350, 
40  PR  14921  (April  3,  1975)  (the  “Regu¬ 
lations’’).  The  petitioner  asserts  that 
Imported  articles  classified  In  Items 
700.35,  700.43,  700.45  and  700.55  of  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
(“TSUS’’)  are  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  footwear  for  men,  women, 
misses,  and  children  produced  by  the 
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firm’s  subsidiary,  the  Williams  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company  of  Portsmouth,  Ohio. 
Consequently,  the  United  States  E>epart- 
ment  of  Commerce  has  instituted  an  in¬ 
vestigation  to  determine  whether  in¬ 
creased  imports  into  the  United  States 
ccmtributed  importantly  to  total  or 
partial  separation  of  the  firm’s  workers, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  a  decrease  in 
sales  or  production  of  the  petitioning 
firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial  in¬ 
terest  in  the  subject  matter  in  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  (as  described  in  §  350.40(b)  of 
the  Regulations)  may  request  a  public 
hearing  on  the  matter.  A  request  for  a 
hearing  conforming  to  §  350.40  of  the 
regulations  must  be  received  by  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Room  3011,  Domestic  and  In¬ 
ternational  Business  Administration. 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20230,  no  later  than  the 
close  of  business  of  June  19, 1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Doaieetlc  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.106,  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance) 

Harold  A.  Bratt,  Jr., 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance 
|FR  Doc.75-14937  Piled  6-6-75:8:45  ami 


NATIONAL  INDUSTRIAL  ENERGY 
CONSERVATION  COUNCIL 

Cancellation  of  Meeting 

On  Friday,  May  16,  1975,  a  notice  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  Federal  Rsgister  (40  1^ 
21504),  announcing  a  aaeeting  ot  the 
Sub-Council  on  Public  Awareness  of  the 
National  Industrial  Energy  Conservation 
Council  for  Monday,  June  16,  1975,  at 
10  am.  in  Conference  Room  “D”,  First 
Floor,  Main  CTommerce  Building,  14th 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

This  meeting  of  the  Sub-Council  on 
Public  Awareness  has  been  cancelled. 

Herbert  K.  Schmitz, 
Executive  Director,  NtMonal  In¬ 
dustrial  Energy  Conservation 
Council. 

[FB  Doc.75-14881  FUed  6-6-76;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

National  Institutes  of  Health 

NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  ARTHRITIS 
AND  RELATED  MUSCULOSKELETAL 
DISEASES 

Meeting 

Piusuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Arthritis,  Metabolism, 
and  Digestive  Diseases  hereby  gives  no¬ 
tice  of  the  meeting  of  the  National  Com¬ 
mission  on  Arthritis  and  Rdated  Mus¬ 
culoskeletal  Diseases  on  June  26,  1975, 
from  9  am.  to  5  pm.,  in  Building  1. 
Conferance  Boom  6,  Bethesda,  Maryland. 
The  entire  meeting  wlU  be  open  to  the 


public  from  9  a.m.  to  5  pm.  cm  June  9, 
1975. 

At  the  meeting  on  June  2,  the  Cmnmia- 
sion  decided  on  consultants  to  serve  as 
chairmen  of  the  work  groups.  This  meet¬ 
ing  will  serve  as  a  follow-up  for  Uie  con¬ 
sultants  and  Commission  members  to 
discuss  the  organization  of  the  work  for 
preparing  the  Arthritis  Plan.  St^ngent 
time  constraints  precluded  earlier  notice. 

Mr.  Victor  Wartofsky,  Information 
Officer,  NIAMDD,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Building  31,  Rocmi  9A04,  Bethes¬ 
da,  Maryland  20014,  (301)  496-3583,  will 
provide  summaries  of  the  meeting  and 
rosters  of  the  Commission  members. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.846,  National  Institutes  of 
Health ) 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

June  5,  1975. 

(PR  Doc  76-15113  Filed  6-5-75:4:45  pm] 

Office  of  Education 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 

INDIAN  EDUCATION 

Meeting;  Correction 

In  the  Federal  Register  on  May  1, 
1975,  page  19032,  there  was  an  announce¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Advisory  Council 
on  Indian  Education  meeting  to  be  held 
in  Duluth,  Minnesota.  The  location  has 
now  been  changed  to  the  United  Tribes 
Development  Center,  Bismarck,  North 
Dakota.  'The  dates,  June  27,  28,  29,  1975, 
remain  the  same. 

Dorrance  D.  Steele, 
Acting  Executive  Director, 

(FR  Doc  75-14919  Filed  6-6-75:8:45  ami 


SPECIAL  COMMUNITY  SERVICE  AND 

CONTINUING  EDUCATION  PROJECTS 

Priorities  for  Funding  of  AppHcattoos 
Submitted  for  Fiscal  Year  1975 

On  page  13021  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  March  24,  1975,  there  were  published 
E*roposed  Priorities  for  Special  Com¬ 
munity  Service  and  Continuing  Educa¬ 
tion  Projects  for  Fiscal  Year  1975.  In¬ 
terested  persons  were  given  30  days  in 
which  to  submit  written  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions,  or  objectives  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  priorities. 

No  objections  have  been  received 
and  the  proposed  priorities  are  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  are  set 
forth  below. 

Effective  date.  The  notice  of  proposed 
rulonaking  was  transmitted  to  Congress 
on  March  19,  1975  pursuant  to  section 
431(d)  of  the  General  Education  Provl- 
slona  Act  (20  UB.C.  1232(d)).  The  time 
period  set  forth  therein  for  congres¬ 
sional  action  has  expired  without  such 
action  having  been  taken.  Therefore 


these  prltMdties  shall  become  effective  on 
June  9, 1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domeatio  Asslstauce 
Number  18A57;  Higher  Education — Univer¬ 
sity  Communl^  Servloe — Special  Projects) 

Dated;  May  14, 1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  Jime  3, 1975. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education. 

Welfare. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  section  106 
of  Title  I  of  the  Higher  Education  Act, 
as  amended  (20  U.S.C.  1005a) ,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Education,  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  has  established  the 
priorities  set  forth  below  for  reviewing 
applications  submitted  by  institutions  of 
higher  education  (or  combinations 
thereof)  for  Special  Projects  imder  the 
Community  Service  and  Continuing  Ed¬ 
ucation  Program.  These  priorities  are 
supplemental  to  the  provisions  set  forth 
In  the  regulations  governing  this  Pro¬ 
gram  (45  CFR  Part  173) . 

The  proposed  priorities  are : 

A.  Experimentation  with  and  refinement 
of  the  process  of  educating  special-interest 
groups  with  regard  to  such  community  prob¬ 
lems  as  consumer  affairs,  regional  or  national 
energy  policy,  and  environmental  pollution 
(including  effectiveness  testing  of  multi- 
media  instructional  programs  on  selected 
target  groups) . 

B.  Development  of  institutional  models  of 
community  servloe  and  ctmtinulng  educa¬ 
tion  which  would  Increase  access  to  higher 
education  resources,  particularly  for  women, 
prison  Inmates,  and  elderly  or  handicapped 
citizens,  to  enable  them  to  participate  more 
fully  in  the  life  of  their  communities. 

C.  Demonstrations  of  effective  programs  of 
continuizkg  education  for  employers,  employ¬ 
ees  and  organized  labor  in  relation  to  the 
problem  of  technological  unemployment. 

D.  Development  of  experimental  models  of 
city  hall-university  cooperation  combining 
current  urban  research  with  the  education 
and  training  of  local  government  officials. 

E.  Evaliiation  of  institutional  programs  of 
continuing  education  that  employ  creative 
techniques  and  methods  in  educating  adults 
for  community  problem  solving. 

(FR  Doc.75-14972  Filed  6-6-75:8:46  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
OFFICE  OF  EDUCATION 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions,  and 
Delegations  of  Authority 

Part  2  (Office  of  Education) ,  Section 
2-B,  Organizations  and  Functions,  of 
the  Statement  of  Organization,  Func¬ 
tions,  and  Delegations  of  Authority  for 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  is  hereby  amended  to  attain 
the  purposes  of  the  Indian  Educati<m 
Act.  Title  IV  of  the  Education  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1972  by  establishing  divisions 
under  the  Office  of  Indian  Education. 
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Therefore  previously  published  state¬ 
ments  In  the  Pedbral  Register  are 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 

The  statement  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  February  7,  1975,  at 
40  FR  5807  is  amended  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Office  of  Indian  Education"  by  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  new  statements 
immediately  after  the  statements  fol¬ 
lowing  that  heading. 

Division  of  Local  Educational  Agency 
Assistance.  Administers  formula  grants 
providing  financial  assistance  to  local 
educational  agencies  for  the  following 
purposes:  (1)  planning  and  developing 
programs  designed  to  meet  the  special 
educational  needs  of  Indian  students; 
(2)  establishing,  maintaining,  and  op- 
ratlng  such  programs;  (3)  minor  re¬ 
modeling  of  classroom  or  other  space;  or 
(4)  purchasing  equipment.  Provides  tech¬ 
nical  assistance  to  local  education  agen¬ 
cies  and  local  Indian  community  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  parent  groups  regarding 
their  participation  in  the  program. 

Division  of  Special  Projects  and  Pro¬ 
grams.  Administers  discretionary  grants 
and  contracts  for  projects  to  improve 
educational  oiHxirtunities  for  Indian 
adult  education  for  Indians,  and  pro¬ 
grams  of  financial  assistance  to  schools 
on  or  near  reservations  to  meet  the 
special  educational  needs  of  Indian  stu¬ 
dents.  Provides  technical  assistance  to 
potential  and  actual  applicants  and  to 
approved  grantees. 

Dated:  June  2, 1975. 

John  Ottina. 

Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

IPR  Doc.75-14071  PUed  6-6-75; 8: 45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 

I  Docket  No.  NFD-27e;  FDAA-468-DR  ] 

KENTUCKY 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major  Disaster 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  for  the  State 
of  Kentucky,  dated  May  24,  1975,  is 
hereby  amended  to  Include  the  follow¬ 
ing  county  amcmg  those  counties  deter¬ 
mined  to  have  been  adversely  affected  by 
the  catastrophe  declared  a  major  disaster 
by  the  President  in  his  declaration  of 
May  24, 1975: 

The  County 
Knott. 

Dated:  May  30. 1975. 

Thouas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator.  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

(FR  DOC.T5-14928  Filed  6-6-75;8;45  am] 


(Docket  No.  NFD  277;  FDAA-468-DR] 

KENTUCKY 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major  Disaster 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  for  the  State 
of  Kentucky,  dated  May  24,  1975,  and 


amended  on  May  30, 1975,  is  hereby  fur¬ 
ther  amended  to  Include  the  following 
county  among  those  counties  determined 
to  have  beim  adversely  affected  by  the 
catastrophe  declared  a  major  disaster  by 
the  President  in  his  declaration  of  May 
24,  1975: 

The  County  of :  Perry. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance) 

Dated:  June  3, 1975. 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator.  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.76-14988  Filed  6-6-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 

(COD  75-115] 

BUNGE  CORP. 

(Qualification  as  Citizen  of  United  States 

This  is  to  give  notice  that  pursuant  to 
46  CFR  67.23-7,  issued  imder  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  27A  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act,  1920,  as  added  by  the  Act  of 
September  2.  1958  (46  U.S.C.  883-1), 
Bunge  Corporation  of  One  Chase  Man¬ 
hattan  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York 
10005,  incorporated  under  the  laws  of 
The  State  of  New  York,  did  on  April  21, 
1975,  file  with  The  Commandant,  United 
States  Coast  Guard,  in  duplicate,  an 
oath  for  qualification  of  a  corporation  as 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States  following 
the  form  of  oath  prescribed  in  form  CO- 
1260. 

The  oath  shows  that: 

(a)  A  Hmjority  of  the  officers  and  di¬ 
rectors  of  the  corporation  are  eitizens  of 
the  United  States  (list  of  nesnes,  home 
ad(h'ea8es,  and  eltieenship  attached  to 
the  eatli) ; 

(b)  Not  less  than  90  percent  of  the  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  corporation  are  residents 
of  the  United  States; 

(c)  The  corporation  is  engaged  pri¬ 
marily  in  a  manufacturing  or  mineral  in¬ 
dustry  in  the  United  States,  or  in  a  Ter¬ 
ritory,  District,  or  possesskm  thereof; 

(d)  The  aggregate  book  value  of  the 
vessels  owned  by  the  corporation  does 
not  exceed  10  percent  of  the  aggregate 
book  value  of  the  assets  of  the  corpora¬ 
tion;  and 

(e)  The  corporation  purchases  or  pro¬ 
duces  in  the  United  States,  its  Territories 
or  possessions  not  less  than  75  percent 
of  the  raw  materials  used  or  sold  in  its 
operations. 

The  Commandant.  United  States 
Coast  Guard,  having  found  this  oath  to 
be  in  compliance  with  the  law  and  regu¬ 
lations  on  May  30,  1975,  Issued  to  Bunge 
Corporation  a  certlflcate  of  compliance 
on  form  CG-1262.  as  provided  in  46  CFR 
67.23-7. 

The  certificate  and  any  authorization 
granted  thereunder  will  expire  three 
years  from  the  date  thereof  unless  there 
first  (x:cur8  a  change  in  the  corporate 


status  re<iuirlng  a  report  \mder  46  CFR 
67.23-7. 

Dated:  June  4, 1975. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 

Rear  Admiral.  U.S.  Coast  Ouard. 
Chief.  Office  of  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Safety. 

I  FR  Doc.75-14966  Filed  6-6-76;8:45  am] 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 

TERMINAL  INSTRUMENT  PROCEDURES 
(TERPs)  WORKING  GROUP  ON  VISIBIL¬ 
ITY  CREDITS  FOR  LIGHTS 


Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Work¬ 
ing  Group  on  Visibility  Credits  for  Lights 
will  hold  a  meeting  beginning  at  9  a.m., 
e.d.t.,  June  24  and  25,  in  Conference 
Rooms  8A  and  B,  at  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  Headquarters  Building, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  The  following  agenda  item 
is  scheduled  for  this  meeting: 

Discussion.  Review  of  the  technical 
adequacy  of  the  approach  lighting  sys¬ 
tems  associated  with  instrument  run¬ 
ways  for  credits  to  reduce  visibility  as 
applied  in  Tables  9  and  10  of  the  TERPs 
Handbook.  This  review  will  include  dis¬ 
cussion  of  papers  relevant  to  visibility 
credits  for  lighting  systems  and  to  de¬ 
velop  a  consensus  as  to  the  technical 
adequacy  of  present  lighting  systems. 

All  those  Interested  in  attending  the 
meeting  should  contact  Earnest  E.  Calla¬ 
way,  Chairman,  Working  Group  on 
Visibility  Credits  for  Lights,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Flight  Inspec¬ 
tion  National  Field  Office,  P.O.  Box 
25082,  Oklahoma  (?tty.  Oklahoma  73125. 
Telephone:  (406)  686-4164.  The  meeting 
will  be  opea  to  the  public. 


Issued  Hi  WaslRngton,  D.C.,  on  June  2, 
1975. 


Jambs  A.  Forcas, 
Chairman,  VJS.  Terminal  Instru¬ 
ment  Procedures  iTERPs) 
Advisory  Committee. 


|FR  Doc.75-14918  Filed  6-6-75;8:45  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 
(Docket  No.  EX  75-4;  Notice  2] 

C.  H.  WATERMAN  INDUSTRIES 

Petition  for  Temporary  Exemption  From 
Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standards 

The  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration  (NHTSA)  has  decided 
to  grant  C.  H.  Waterman  Industries  a 
temporary  exemption  for  an  electric 
powered  passenger  car  on  grounds  that 
it  would  facilitate  the  developmmt  and 
field  evaluation  of  a  low-emission  motor 
vehicle.  The  exemption  expires  May  1, 
1977. 

Notice  of  the  petition  was  published 
on  February  28.  1975  (40  FR  8585)  and 
an  opportunity  afforded  for  comment. 

Waterman  Intends  to  import  a  small 
passenger  car  manufactuied  in  ^e 
Netherlands  and  widely  marketed 
throughout  Europe  but  not  in  the  United 
States.  The  vehicle  therefore  does  not 
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conform  to  many  of  the  Federal  motor 
vehicle  safety  standards.  Upon  arrival 
in  the  United  States,  these  vehicles  will 
have  their  gasoline  engines  removed  and 
electric  motors  substituted.  They  will  be 
marketed  under  a  Waterman  Industries 
label.  The  company  has  experimented 
with  such  conversions  since  1969.  It 
asked  for  a  2-year  exemption  and  states 
that  it  will  not  import  more  than  2,500 
vehicles  during  any  12-month  period 
that  the  exemption  is  in  effect.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  is  a  list  of  Federal  standards,  or 
portions  thereof,  for  which  exemption 
was  requested; 

No.  101  Control  Location,  Identification 
and  Illumination  (S4.3 — Control  identifica¬ 
tion  will  not  be  iUumlnated) . 

No.  103  Defrosting  and  Befogging  Systems 
(an  electrically  operated  defrostlng/defog- 
glng  system  will  be  provided  but  cannot  be 
tested  exactly  as  specified  in  the  standard). 

No.  104  Windshield  Wiping  and  Washing 
Systems  (wipers  have  only  one  speed;  system 
has  not  been  tested  according  to  the  stand¬ 
ard). 

No.  105/105-75  Hydraulic  Brake  Systems 
(vehicle  has  dual  hydraulic  system  but  has 
not  been  fully  tested  according  to  the  stand¬ 
ard). 

No.  202  Head  Restraints. 

No.  205  Glazing  Materials  (windshield  is 
AS-2  glass) . 

Exemptions  were  also  requested  from 
the  following  standards  on  the  basis  that 
the  compliance  status  is  uncertain  be¬ 
cause  no  tests  have  been  conducted:  No. 
201,  Occupant  Protection  in  Interior  Im¬ 
pact.  No.  203  Impact  Protection  for  the 
Driver  from  the  Steering  Control  Sys¬ 
tem,  No.  204  Steering  Control  Rearward 
Displacement.  No.  206  Door  Locks  and 
Door  Retention  Components.  No.  207 
Seating  Systems,  No.  210  Seat  Belt,  As¬ 
sembly  Anchorages,  No.  212  Windshield 
Retention,  No.  214  Side  Door  Strength, 
No.  215  Exterior  Protection.  No.  216  Roof 
Crush  Resistance,  and  No.  302  Flamma¬ 
bility  of  Interior  Materials.  While  the 
exemptions  are  in  effect,  funds  would 
be  generated  for  development  of  the 
vehicles  and  compliance  with  the  stand¬ 
ards  at  the  end  of  the  exemption  period. 

The  company  argued  that  the  exemp¬ 
tions  would  not  unreasonably  degrade 
the  safety  of  the  vehicle,  as  it  already 
conforms  to  the  standards  of  the  Euro¬ 
pean  countries  where  it  is  presently  sold. 
During  ttie  9-year  period  in  which  it  has 
been  marketed  ‘*no  history  of  imusual 
safety  hazards  has  accumiilated  on  this 
auto.**  The  petitioner  also  felt  that  its 
low  maximum  speed  (50  mph  maximum) 
will  limit  its  exposure  to  major  trafQc 
hazards. 

There  were  two  conunents  in  response 
to  the  notice.  Consumers  Union  (CU) 
opposed  it.  CU  believes  that  a  blanket 
exemption  from  so  many  standards  Is 
not  in  the  public  Interest,  and  that  if 
small  riectrlc  v^cles  are  to  be  seriously 
considered  as  alternatives  to  conven¬ 
tional  automobiles,  their  development 
must  Integrate  safety  considerations 
from  the  beginning.  CU  idso  believes  that 
the  petitioner  has  asked  for  an  exemp¬ 
tion  for  a  number  of  units  far  larger  than 
needed  for  prototype  development.  Hie 


California  Highway  Patrol  opposed  an 
exemption  from  Standard  No.  205. 

Pursuant  to  15  UH.C.  1410(a)  (1)  (c) 
the  Administrator  may  grant  a  tempo¬ 
rary  exemption  if  he  finds  “that  such 
temporary  exemption  would  facilitate 
the  development  or  field  evaluation  of  a 
low-emission  motor  vehicle  and  would 
not  imreasonably  degrade  the  safety  of 
such  vehicle.”  With  deference  to  CU's 
concern,  this  agency  notes  that  full  com¬ 
pliance  of  electric  vehicles  with  all  Fed¬ 
eral  motor  vehicle  safety  standards  priOT 
to  their  introduction  into  the  market¬ 
place  was  not  the  Intent  of  Congress 
in  providing  exemption  authority.  The 
Administrator  has  been  granted  the  dis¬ 
cretion  to  balance  the  need  for  motor 
vehicle  safety  against  the  desirability  of 
a  low-pollutant  power  plant  in  grant¬ 
ing  temporary  exemptions.  Section  1410 
(d)  (2)  provides  that  no  low-emission 
vehicle  manufacturer  “shall  be  eligible 
to  apply  for  exemption  •  •  •  for  more 
than  2,500  vehicles  to  be  sold  in  the 
United  States  in  any  12  month  period 
•  •  •’*  Although  Waterman  could  legally 
import  up  to  the  statutory  maximum,  the 
agency  imderstands  that  only  a  limited 
number  of  vehicles  are  to  be  imported 
until  the  existence  and  size  of  the  market 
is  determined.  If  the  venture  is  commer¬ 
cially  viable,  Waterman  Intends  to  test 
the  vehicles  for  conformance  by  the  time 
the  exemption  terminates,  and  modify 
them  as  necessary.  Waterman’s  argu¬ 
ments  that  the  vehicle  already  conforms 
to  the  standards  of  the  Eluror>ean  coun¬ 
tries  where  it  is  presently  sold  and  that 
it  has  demonstrated  no  history  of  im¬ 
usual  safety  hazards  have  been  persua¬ 
sive  in  determining  that  exemption  with 
one  exception  would  not  unduly  degrade 
the  safety  of  the  vehicle.  That  excep¬ 
tion  is  Standard  No.  205  Glazing  Mate¬ 
rials.  Petitioner  has  not  demonstrated 
that  an  excuse  from  providing  AS-1 
windshield  glazing  would  facilitate  low- 
emission  vehicle  development  and 
NHTSA  has  determined  that  occupants 
should  be  provided  this  elementary  pro¬ 
tection.  Accordingly  the  petition  of  ex¬ 
emption  from  Standard  No.  205  is  denied. 
Because  of  the  importance  of  insuring 
that  seat  belt  assemblies  are  properly 
Installed  and  securely  attached  to  pro¬ 
vide  maximum  protection,  the  exemp¬ 
tion  provided  from  Standard  No.  210, 
Seat  Belt  Assembly  Anchorages,  is  for  a 
shorter  period  than  the  other  exemp¬ 
tions.  and  expires  May  1, 1976.  The  other 
exemptions  terminate  on  May  1,  1977. 
With  respect  to  other  standard  the 
NHTSA  urges  the  petitioner  to  determine 
and  effect  conformance  at  the  earilest 
practicable  time  rather  than  waiting 
until  the  end  of  the  exemption  period. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  the 
Administrator  finds  that  a  temporary 
exemption  from  the  standards  llstiMl  be¬ 
low  would  facilitate  the  development  and 
field  evaluation  of  a  low-emission  motor 
v^cle  and  would  not  unduly  degrade 
the  safety  of  the  vehicle.  Accordingly 
C.  H.  Waterman  Industries  is  hereby 
granted  NHTSA  Temporary  Exemption 
No.  76-4  from  49  CFR  671.210  (Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Safety  Standsird  No.  210)  expiring 


May  1.  1976,  and  from  49  C7FR  89  571.101 
(S4.3  only).  571.103,  571.104,  571.105/ 
10575,  571.201,  571.202,  571.203,  571.204, 
671.206,  571.207,  571.212,  571.214.  571.215, 
571.216,  and  571.302  (Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Standards  Nos.  101, 103,  104, 105/ 
105-75,  201,  202,  203,  204,  206,  207,  212, 
214.  215,  216,  and  302)  expiring  May  1, 
1977. 

(Sec.  3.  PubJi.  92-543,  86  Stat  1159  (15  U.S.C. 
1410);  delegation  of  authority  at  49  OFR 
1.61) 

Issued  on  June  2, 1975. 

James  B.  Qregost, 
Administrator. 
(PR  Doc.75-14874  Piled  6-e-75:8;46  am] 


IDopket  No.  74-37;  Notice  8] 

HIGHWAY  SAFETY  ACT  SANCTIONS 
REVIEW  BOARD;  PUERTO  RICO 

Postponement  of  Sanctions  Hearing 

Information  has  been  received  by  the 
Department  of  Transportation,  indicat¬ 
ing  that  the  Oovemor  of  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Puerto  Rico  has  signed  a  bill 
establishing  a  0.10  percent  blood  alco¬ 
hol  level  as  prima  facie  evidence  of  un¬ 
lawful  driving.  Since  such  legislation 
may  meet  the  requlr^ents  of  the  De¬ 
partment,  the  Sanctions  hearing,  sched¬ 
uled  for  June  6,  1975  (40  FR  17310),  is 
postponed  until  June  17,  1975,  so  that 
officials  of  the  Department  can  review 
the  legislation. 

Issued  on  June  5, 1975. 

Hskbekt  H.  Kjoser,  Jr., 
Presiding  Officer , 
Sanctions  Hearing  Board. 

(PR  Doc.75-16108  PUed  e-5-75;4;4S  pm] 


OCCUPANT  CRASH  PROTECTION 
Date  for  Comments  on  Passive  Restraints 

This  notice  requests  that  comments 
be  sulmiltted  on  the  subject  of  passive 
restrsdnts  not  later  than  June  16,  1975. 

The  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration  held  a  public  meeting 
on  the  subject  of  passive  restraints  as 
a  means  of  occupant  crash  protection, 
during  the  week  of  May  19-23.  1975. 
The  public  was  Invited  to  submit  oral 
comments  at  the  meeting,  and  if  appro¬ 
priate  to  supplement  them  with  written 
comments  to  the  rulemaking  docket.  A 
number  of  manufacturers  were  asked  to 
submit  answers  in  eitiier  form  to  a  list 
of  questions  on  passive  restraints. 

In  the  Interest  of  proceeding  in  an 
orderly  fashion  with  decision-making  in 
this  area.  It  Is  requested  that  any  infor¬ 
mation  prepared  for  submittal  to  the 
NHTSA  In  connection  with  that  public 
meeting  or  the  questionnaire  be  pro¬ 
vided  to  this  agency  not  later  than  the 
close  of  business  on  June  16,  1975.  Per¬ 
sons  who  made  audio-visual  presenta¬ 
tions  at  the  public  meeting  are  reminded 
that  copies  of  all  exhibits,  including  ^ 
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fllim  and  slldea,  must  be  provided  to  the 
NHTSA  for  the  public  docket. 

(8eo.  103.  113.  Pub.  L.  89-003,  80  Stat.  718. 
16  UJB.C.  1393,  1401;  delegations  of  autborltj 
at  49  CFR  1  Jtl  and  49  CFR  601.8) 

Issued  on  June  5, 1975. 

Robebt  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

IFR  DOC.7&-16034  FUed  6-6-75;  11:04  am] 

(Docket  No.  37767;  Order  76-6-11] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

AIR  JAMAICA  (1968)  LTD. 

Order  Dismissing  Complaint  Regarding 
Hrst-Class  Excursion  Fares 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  Its  office  In  Washington,  D.C., 
(XI  the  4th  day  of  June  1975. 

By  tariffs  filed  April  14,  1975  for  ef¬ 
fect  May  14,  1975,  Air  Jamaica  (1968) 
Limited  (Air  Jamaica)  established 
round-trip  first-class  excursion  fares  be¬ 
tween  points  In  tile  UB.  and  Kingston/ 
Montego  Bay,  Jamaica  and  Nassau.  Ba¬ 
hamas.  The  fares  are  set  at  140  percent 
of  the  lATA  mid-week  peak-season 
c<xmoiny  excursion  fares  (except  Mlami- 
Jamaica  which  Is  at  150  percent),  are 
available  all  year,  are  subject  to  a  maxi¬ 
mum  stay  of  31  days  with  no  minimum- 
stay  requirement,  and  permit  two  fee 
stopovers  In  addition  to  point  of  turn¬ 
around.’ 

Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc, 
(Pan  American)  has  filed  a  complaint 
requesting  that  the  fares  be  suspended 
pending  investigation  on  grounds  that 
they  are  unreasonably  low  and  that  the 
lack  of  restrictions  on.  their  use  will  re¬ 
sult  In  unwarranted  dilution  of  first- 
class  fare  yield.  Pan  American  contends 
that  the  fare  undercuts  the  Miaml- 
Kingston  normal  all-year  economy  fare, 
that  the  New  York-Klngston  fare  Is  only 
slightly  above  that  level,  and  that,  when 
coupled  with  the  lack  of  a  minimum- 
stay  requirement,  the  excursion  fares 
will  be  totally  dllutlonary  in  these  mar¬ 
kets.  Finally.  It  Is  alleged  that  the  ex¬ 
clusion  fare  will  not  generate  any  new 
traffic  but,  rather,  will  divert  from  nor¬ 
mal  first-class  services  and.  In  the  case 
of  Miami,  from  normal  economy  service 
as  well. 

Air  Jamaica  has  answered  the  com¬ 
plaint  and  reiiuests  that  it  be  dismissed 
both  on  Its  merits  and  on  technical 
grounds.  The  (purler  states  the  purpose 
of  the  fare  Is  to  maximise  the  earnings 
potential  of  Its  aircraft,  and  fill  unused 
space  In  the  first-class  ccxnpartment  by 
Inducing  ecotxrmy  passengers  to  up¬ 
grade,  thereby  freeing  additional  econ¬ 
omy  seats  for  sale.  Since  the  volume  of 
business  travel  is  small.  Air  Jamaica 
(xmtends  that  the  level  of  the  fare  Is 
important  In  achieving  this  objective.  As 
for  the  level  of  the  Miaml-Jamaicra  first- 
class  excursion  fare,  the  carrier  contends 


ijohn  M.  Sampson,  Agent,  Tariff  OAJ3. 
No.  16,  40tb  Revised  Page  374D  and  Rule  No. 
93, 6th  Revised  Page  74B. 


that  the  lATA  first-class  excursion  fare, 
which  was  discontinued  In  April  1973, 
similarly  undercut  the  normal  economy- 
class  fare  In  that  market;  and.  in  any 
event,  the  first-class  excursion  fare  Is 
not  ccxnparable  to  the  normal  economy 
fare  since  the  former  is  valid  only  21 
days  whereas  the  latter  has  a  validity  (if 
one  year. 

Finally,  the  carrier  contends  that  the 
complaint  should  be  dismissed  on  tech¬ 
nical  grounds,  since  it  was  not  filed  hi 
time  to  permit  compliance  with  various 
advance-notice  and  time  requirements 
(X)ntained  In  the  United  States-Jamalca 
Air  Transport  Services  Agreement,  the 
Board’s  Procedural  Regulations  an(l  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act;  and  since  Pan 
American  has  suspended  Its  Mlaml- 
Klngston/Montego  Bay  service,  and  does 
not  establish  that  it  will  be  harmed  by 
the  proposed  fares. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  complaint, 
the  response  and  all  relevant  factors,  the 
Board  has  concluded  to  dismiss  Pan 
AmerUxufi’s  c(unplalnt. 

The  relationship  of  Air  Jamaica’s 
&Lre8  to  other  fares  within  the  present 
fare  structure  Is  similar  to  that  which 
obtained  in  early  1973  when  first-class 
excursion  fares  were  part  of  the  lATA- 
agreed  fare  package.  At  that  time,  the 
lATA  first-class  excurskm  fare  imder- 
cut  the  normal  economy  fare  In  the 
Mlaml-Jamalca  markets.  Thus,  the 
present  relationship  reverts  to  an  his¬ 
toric  pattern. 

As  a  matter  of  general  policy,  the 
Board  has  long  been  opposed  to  the  of¬ 
fering  of  excursion  fares  in  first-class 
service,  essentially  be(^use  first-class 
travel  Is  largely  for  business  purposes 
and  the  probability  of  unnecessary  and 
imeconomlc  diversion  from  the  regular 
fare  Is  high.  However,  the  addition  of  the 
3-day  minimum-stay  requirement  for 
travel  in  this  vacation  market  should 
limit  diversion  while,  at  the  same  time. 
Air  Jamaica  retains  the  opportunity  to 
Induce  some  passengers  to  up-grade  to 
first-class  seridee.*  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances.  and  considering  the  limited 
number  of  markets  affected  and  the  fact 
that  International  transportation  Is  In¬ 
volved.  we  are  reluctant  to  Investigate 
or  suspend  the  proposal. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  pcuUcularly 
sections  204(a)  and  1002  thereof; 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

The  complaint  of  Pan  American  World 
Alrwasrs,  Inc.  in  D(x:ket  27767  be  and 
hereby  Is  dismissed. 

This  order  will  be  published  In  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Boar(L 

.[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-14970  PUed  6-6-75;e;46  am] 


■In  its  raeponse.  Air  Jamaica  Indicated  a 
wlUlngnees  to  ill#  a  mlnlmum-etay  require¬ 
ment.  similar  to  that  now  appUcable  to 
economy-class  excursion  fares.  Such  an 
amendment  has  now  been  filed. 


COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

MARYLAND  STATE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  UB.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights,  that 
a  planning  meeting  of  the  Maryland 
State  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to  this 
Commlssiim  will  convene  at  7:30  pjn.  on 
June  23. 1975,  Towson  Unitarian  Church, 
1710  Dulaney  Valley  Road,  Lutherville, 
Maryland. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Commission  Chair¬ 
person,  (x*  the  Mid-Atlantic  Regional  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Commission,  Room  510,  2120 
L  Street,  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20037. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  Is  a  Sub¬ 
committee  meeting  to  discuss  the  pros 
and  cons  of  the  studlng  the  housing  situ¬ 
ation  in  Maryland. 

TTils  meeting  will  be  c(mducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Wat^lngton,  D.C.,  June  4, 
1978. 

Isaiah  T.  Crsswbll,  Jr., 

Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.76-19008  PUed  6-«-78;8:46  am] 


MICHIGAN  STATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Open  Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  (m  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  factfinding  meeting  of  the  Michi¬ 
gan  State  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to 
this  Commission  will  convene  at  9  a.m. 
(xi  Jime  26.  1975,  recess  at  10  pjn.  the 
same  day.  and  reconvene  at  9  ajn.  on 
Jime  27.  at  the  State  of  Michigan  Law 
Building.  525  West  Ottawa  Street,  First 
Floor,  Lansing.  Michigan. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  the  Committee  Chair¬ 
person  or  the  Midwestern  Regional  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Commission.  Room  3251,  230 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60604. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
gather  Information  on  the  impact  of  the 
1974  Housing  and  Community  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  upon  M(xle]  Cities  programs, 
staff,  and  citizen  participation  In  the 
eight  Michigan  cities  which  have  had 
Model  Cities  programs. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commlssl(ui. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  June  3, 1975. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswkll.  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

(PR  Doc.76-16009  PUed  6-6-76;8:46  am] 


MICHIGAN  STATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Agenda  and  Open  Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provlsl(X3s  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
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of  the  n.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Michigan 
State  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to  the 
Commission  will  convene  at  7  pjn.  (xi 
June  25, 1975,  Olds  Plaza  Hotel,  125  West 
Michigan,  Lansing,  Michigan,  room  to  be 
posted. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chairper¬ 
son,  or  the  Midwestern  Regional  OfiBce 
of  the  Commission,  Room  3251, 230  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  the  schedule  of  witnesses  for  the 
Ccnnmlttee’s  Jime  26-27  factfinding  meet¬ 
ing  and  to  review  plans  for  the  hearing 
process  to  be  used  at  that  meeting. 

This  meeting  will  be  c(mducted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  June  3, 1975. 

Isaiah  T.  CTreswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.75-15010  Filed  6-6-76:8:45  am] 

CIViL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES  PAY  COUNCIL 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub. 
li.  92-463,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Employees  Pay  Coimcil  wlU  meet 
at  10:00  am.  on  Wednesday,  July  2, 1975. 
ITiis  meeting  will  be  held  In  room  5323 
ad  the  UJ3.  Civil  Service  Commission 
bufldlng,  1900  E  Street  NW..  and  will 
consist  of  continued  discussions  on  the 
fiscal  year  1976  (comparability  adjust¬ 
ment  for  the  statutory  pay  systems  of 
the  Federal  Government. 

The  Chairman  of  the  UJ3.  Civil  S«Tice 
Commission  is  responsible  for  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  determinations  under  section 
10(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  as  to  whether  or  not  meetings  of 
the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council  shall 
be  open  to  the  public.  He  has  determined 
that  this  meeting  will  consist  of  ez- 
(changes  of  (x>lnlons  and  lnformatl(m 
which,  if  written,  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (2)  or  (5)  of  5  UH.C.  552(b). 
Therefore,  this  meeting  will  not  be  open 
to  the  public. 

For  the  President’s  Agent. 

Richard  H.  Hall, 
Advisory  Committee  Manage~ 
ment  Officer  for  the  Presi¬ 
dents  Agent. 

[FB  Doo.75-14969  Filed  6-6-76:8:45  am] 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SE¬ 
VERELY  HANDICAPPED 
PROCUREMENT  LIST  1975 
Proposed  Additions 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  2(a)  (2)  of  Pub.  L.  92-28;  85  Stat. 
79.  of  the  proposed  addition  of  the  fid- 
lowing  commodities  and  services  to  Pro¬ 


curement  List  1975,  November  12,  1974 
(39  FR  39964). 

Class  6530 

UrlnaL  Incontinent 
6530-00-290-8292  (with  plastic  disc) 

ChJisa  7530 

Folder.  Fiie,  Pressboard 
7630-00-286-6923 
7530-00-286-6924 
7630-00-286-8670 
7530-00-286-7287 

iDUSTKiAL  Class  7699 

Repair  and  Maintenance  of  Adding  Machines 
and  Calculators:  for  following  locations: 
UA.  Department  of  Labor.  1516  Broadway 
(Floors  32-37),  New  York,  New  York. 
Bureau  of  the  Mint,  UA.  Assay  Office,  32  Old 
Slip,  New  YoiIe,  New  York. 

Comments  and  views  regarding  these 
proposed  additions  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  not  later  than  30  days  after 
the  date  of  this  Federal  Register.  Com¬ 
munications  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Executive  Director,  Committee  tor  Piu*- 
chase  from  the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
HandlcappecL  2009  Fourteenth  Street 
North,  Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia 
22201. 

nils  notice  Is  automatically  cancelled 
six  months  from  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 
[FR  Doc.75-14921  Filed  6-6-75:8:46  am] 


PROCUREMENT  UST  1975 
Additions  to  Procurement  List 

Ndtice  of  proposed  additions  to  Pro¬ 
curement  list  1975,  Novraiber  12,  1974 
(39  FR  39964)  were  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  March  21,  1975  (40  FR 
12838)  and  May  2.  1975  (40  FR  19232). 

Pursuant  to  the  above  notices  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Military  Resale  Items  and  service 
are  added  to  the  Procurement  list: 

Description  and  Item  No.  Price 

Tennis  racket  450  (IB) _ each..  $18. 78 

Tennis  racket  463  (IB) _ do _ 10. 75 

Industrial  Class  7349 
Janltorlal/CTistodtal  (SH).  BLM  dis¬ 
trict  building,  Roeeburg.  Oreg., 

square  feet _ _  $0. 648 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  F.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.75-14923  FUed  6-6-76:8:46  am] 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  76-3] 

BAY  AREA  MATTRESS  CO.  AND 
KEVA  MATTRESS  CO. 

Hearing 

In  the  Matter  of  Charles  Castro,  an 
Individual  trading  as  Bay  Area  Mattress 
Company  and  Keva  Mattress  Company. 
CPSC  Docket  No.  75-2. 


Please  take  notice  tliat  the  public 
hearing  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
will  (xxnmence  on  Jime  19.  1975,  at  9:30 
a.nL  (p.dA.t.)  In  Suite  500,  at  100  Pine 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94111. 

In  addition  to  the  issues  set  forth  In 
the  Notice  of  Enforcement  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  April  21,  1975, 
(40  PR  17632)  evidence  will  be  received 
relating  to  the  following  issues: 

1.  Whether  the  600  mattresses  sold  by 
Respondents  between  June  22  and  December 
22,  1973,  constltued  transactions  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  and  as  such  are  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act, 
the  Federal  Trade  Ck>mmisslon  Act,  the 
Standard  for  Flammability  FF4-73,  and  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  issued  thereiinder. 

2.  Did  Respondents  violate  section  5(c)  (3) 
of  regulation  FT4-72  by  failing  to  affix  cer¬ 
tain  labelling  on  600  mattresses  manufac¬ 
tured  during  the  six  months  following  the 
effective  date  of  the  Standard,  which  did  not 
comply  with  the  testing  and  acceptance  test 
criteria  contained  in  section  3  (a)  and  (b) 
of  said  Standard. 

3.  Whether  the  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission  is  guilty  of  laches  by  not  com¬ 
mencing  the  enforcement  action  untU 
March  11,  1975,  although  it  had  prior  notice 
of  all  the  facts  and  acts  of  Respondents 
occurring  in  1973. 

4.  Whether  617  of  the  mattresses  are  ex¬ 
empt  from  regulation  since  they  were  manu¬ 
factured  according  to  the  exact  specifica¬ 
tions  of  the  County  of  Alameda,  CaUfornla. 

6.  Whether  the  mattresses  are  custom- 
made  and  as  such  qualify  for  the  “one  of  a 
kind”  exemption  pursuant  to  section  3(d) 
of  regulation  FF4-72,  upon  which  exemption 
Respondent  aUeges  he  relied.  Did  Respond¬ 
ents  in  fact  delay  on  such  exemption? 

6.  Whether  the  Flammable  Fabrl(»  Act  is 
ambiguous,  vague,  and  uncertain  so  as  to 
fall  to  give  adequate  notice  to  Respondents 
of  the  penalties  which  the  Cmisumer  Prod¬ 
uct  Safety  Commission  can  Impose  on  them. 

7.  Whether  the  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission  has  the  statutory  authority  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  30  of  the  (Consumer  Product 
Safety  Act  to  issue  a  cease  and  desist  order 
under  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act. 
whidh  is  broad  enough  to  require  Respond¬ 
ents  to  refund  the  full-purchase  price  of  the 
mattresses  or  replace  same  as  proposed  in 
the  Notice  of  Enforcement. 

8.  Whether  Respondents  can  avail  them¬ 
selves  ot  the  allowance  for  use  deduction 
from  the  refund  required  in  section  16(d)  (3) 
of  the  Consumer  Product  Safety  Act,  and, 
If  so,  in  what  amounts  should  the  net 
refunds  be  fixed. 

Dated:  June  3,  1975. 

Paul  N.  Prairrm, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.  78-14936  Filed  6-6-75:8:45  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  383-8] 

3M  CO. 

Renewal  of  Temporary  Tolerance 

The  3M  Co..  P.O.  Box  33221,  St  Paul, 
MN,  55133,  was  granted  a  temporary  tol¬ 
erance  for  residues  of  the  herbicide  1,1,1- 
trlfluoro  -  N  -  [2-methyl-4-(phenylsul- 
fonyDphenyllmethanesulfonamlde  In  or 
on  cottonseed  at  0.01  part  per  million 
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on  May  21,  1974,  In  connection  with 
Pesticide  Petition  No.  4G1423  (notice 
was  published  in  Federal  Register  of 
May  31,  1974  (39  FR  19266) ).  This  tem¬ 
porary  tolerance  expired  May  21, 1975. 

The  company  has  requested  a  l-year 
renewal  of  the  temporary  tolerance  to 
obtain  additional  experimental  data.  It 
Is  concluded  that  such  a  renewal  of 
temporary  tolerance  will  protect  the 
public  health.  A  condition  imder  which 
this  temporary  tcderance  Is  renewed  Is 
that  the  herbicide  be  used  In  accordance 
with  the  temporary  permits  which  are 
being  Issued  concurrently  and  which 
provide  for  distribution  under  the  3M 
Co.  name. 

This  temporary  tolerance  expires 
June  4,  1976.  Residues  remaining  in  or 
on  the  above  raw  agricultual  commodity 
after  expiration  of  this  tolerance  will  nc^ 
be  considered  actionable  If  the  pesticide 
Is  legally  applied  during  the  term,  and 
in  SMxordance  with  provisions  of  the 
temporary  permits/tolerance. 

This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
(Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408(j),  68  Stat.  516; 
21  U.S.C.  346a(J)),  the  authority  trans- 
fered  to  the  A^nlnistrator  of  the  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency  (35  FR 
15623),  and  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Administrator  to  the  Deputy  Assist¬ 
ant  Administrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams  (39  FR  18805) . 

Dated:  June  4, 1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
lor  Pesticide  Programs. 

|PB  1)00.76-16001  PUed  6-6-76:8:46  am) 


|FRL  384-6] 

ROHM  &  HAAS  CO. 

Establishment  of  Temporary  Tolerances 

Rohm  <1  Haas  Co.,  Independence  Mall 
West,  Philadelphia,  PA  19105,  submitted 
a  petition  (PP  #  501581)  requesting 
establishment  of  temporary  tolerances 
for  negligible  residues  of  the  herbicide 
2-chloro-l-  ( 3-ethoxy-4-nltrophenyl)  -4- 
(tiifluoromethyl)  benzene  and  Its  me¬ 
tabolites  containing  the  diphenyl  ether 
linkage  In  or  on  com  and  soybeans  at 
0.05  part  per  million. 

It  has  been  determined  that  these 
temporary  tolerances  will  protect  the 
public  health.  They  are  therefore  estab¬ 
lished  on  the  condition  that  the  herbi¬ 
cide  be  used  In  accordance  with  the  tem¬ 
porary  permits  being  Issued  concurrently 
and  which  provide  for  distribution  under 
the  Rohm  k  Haas  Co.,  name. 

These  temporary  tolerances  expire 
Jime  4,  1976.  Residues  remaining  In  or 
(XI  the  above  raw  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties  after  expiration  of  these  tolerances 
will  not  be  considered  actionable  If  the 
pesticide  Is  legally  applied  during  the 
term,  and  In  accordance  with  provisions 
of  the  temporary  permits/tolerances. 

This  section  Is  taken  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Fcxxl,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408(J),  68  Stat.  516; 
21  UH.C.  S46a(J)),  the  authority  trans¬ 


ferred  to  the  Administrator  of  the  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency  (35  FR 
15623),  and  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Administrator  to  the  Deputy  Assist¬ 
ant  Administrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams  (39  FR  18805) . 

Dated:  June 4, 1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

IPR  Doc.76-16000  Piled  6-6-76:8:46  am] 


[FRL  383-7] 

UPJOHN  CO. 

Amended  Temporary  Tolerances 

At  the  request  of  the  Upjohn  Co.,  Kal¬ 
amazoo  MI  49001,  temporary  tolerances 
were  established  for  combined  residues 
of  the  Insecticide  N'-(2,4-dlmethylphe- 
nyl)  -  N  -  [[(2,4  -  dimethylphenyl) 
Iminol methyl]  -  N  -  methylmethanlm- 
idamlde  and  its  metabolites  N'-(2,4- 
dimethylphenyl)  -  N  -  methylmethanlm- 
idamide  and  N  -  (2,4  -  dimethylphe¬ 
nyl)  formamlde  In  or  on  apples  and 
pears.  Intended  for  the  fresh  fruit  mar¬ 
ket  only,  at  1  part  per  million  on  Febru¬ 
ary  28,  1975,  for  a  period  of  one  year. 
(Notice  was  published  In  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  March  7, 1975;  40  FR  10713.) 

The  company  has  requested  the  re¬ 
moval  of  the  fresh  fruit  market  only  re¬ 
striction  on  these  commodities.  Based 
on  additional  data  submitted  It  has 
been  determined  that  such  an  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  temporary  tolerances  will 
protect  the  public  health. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(J),  68  Stat.  516;  21  U.S.C. 
346a(j)),  the  authority  transferred  to 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (35  FR  15623),  and 
the  authority  delegated  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Pesticide  Programs  (39  FR 
18805),  notice  Is  given  that  said  tem¬ 
porary  tolerances  have  been  amended 
by  deleting  the  phrase  “intended  for  the 
fresh  fruit  market  only.” 

Dated:  June  4, 1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.75-1600a  FUed  6-6-76:8:48  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  19419;  FCO  76-683] 

AMERICAN  TELEPHONE  &  TELEGRAPH  CO. 
AND  WESTERN  UNION  TELEGRAPH  CO. 

Instituting  Investigation 

1.  On  February  28,  1975,  revised  tariff 
schedules  were  filed  by  the  American 
Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company- 
Long  Lines  Department  (ATtfT)  under 
Transmittal  No.  12299  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  April  1, 1975.  These  schedules  would 
revise  ATIiT’s  Private  Line  Service  Tariff 
F.C.C.  No.  260  by  offering  revised  multi¬ 
point  Remote  Terminal  Interface  Ar¬ 


rangements  which  permit  the  Interface 
leads  of  the  Type  209  data  set  to  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  two  or  more  points  each  of 
which  Is  more  than  fifty  feet  from,  but 
In  the  same  exchange  as,  the  209  data 
set.  Under  the  present  260  Tariff  sched¬ 
ule  the  Remote  Terminal  Interface  Ar¬ 
rangement  limits  the  use  of  the  interface 
leads  of  the  Type  209  data  set  to  one  ex¬ 
tension  point  which  Is  not  more  than 
fifty  feet  from,  but  in  the  same  exchange 
as,  the  209  data  set.  The  present  Remote 
Terminal  Interface  Arrangement  was 
initially  offered  in  connection  with  the 
Introduction  of  the  Type  209  data  set, 
under  revised  tariff  schedules  filed,  on 
March  4, 1974,  In  AT&T  Transmittal  No. 
11983. 

In  other  words,  there  appears  to  be 
ample  justification  for  investigation  of 
the  rates  and  practices  set  out  In  AT&T’s 
tariff  revisions,  and  because  of  this  we 
will  follow  our  previous  practice  and 
merge  such  Investigation  Into  Docket 
19419.  However,  we  are  concerned  about 
the  delay  that  the  inclusion  of  these  new 
matters  could  cause  in  resolving  the  Is¬ 
sues  already  pending  In  Docket  19419. 
Therefore,  consistent  with  this  view,  we 
will  set  the  Issues  raised  by  AT&T’s 
Transmittal  No.  12299  for  Investigation 
In  Docket  19419  on  a  provisional  basis. 
We  shall  leave  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge  presiding  over 
Docket  19419  whether  this  new  filing  can 
be  considered  In  the  current  phase  of 
that  proceeding  without  significantly  de¬ 
laying  the  conclusion  of  that  proceeding 
or  whether  the  new  Issues  should  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  a  separate  phase  In  that  pro¬ 
ceeding,  to  be  addressed  either  con¬ 
currently  or  subsequent  to  the  Issuance 
of  a  decision  of  the  existing  hearing 
issues.* 

5.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  pur¬ 
suant  to  Sections  201,  202,  203,  204,  205 
and  403  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  an  investigation  Is  In¬ 
stituted  herein  Into  the  lawfulness  of  the 
tariff  schedules  filed  February  28,  1975 
by  AT&T  with  Its  Transmittal  No.  12299 
Including  any  cancellations,  amendments 
or  reissues  thereto; 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  above 
Investigation  shall  be  added  to  and  the 
scope  of  the  issues  to  be  determined  shall 
be  defined  by  Docket  19419; 

7.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  presiding  over 
Docket  19419  shall,  by  subsequent  order, 
prescribe  the  procedure  for  investigation 
of  the  aforesaid  tariff  revisions; 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  IDC^MAIr 
Petition  to  Suspend  and  Investigate 
Tariff  Provisions,  filed  March  18, 1975,  Is 
granted  to  the  extent  Indicated  herein 
and  otherwise  denied. 

Adopted:  May  8. 1975. 

Released:  May  23, 1975. 

Federal  Comxunciations 
Commission, 

[seal!  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doo.76-14066  FUed  6-6-76;8:46  am] 


*  See,  F.O.C.  No.  76-334  of  Mareh  97,  1976^ 
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NOTICES 


BROADCASTING-SATELLITE,  FiXEO-SAT- 
ELUTE,  AND  MOBILE  (EXCEPT  AERO¬ 
NAUTICAL  MOBILE)  SERVICES  IN  THE 
11.7-12,2  CHZ  BAND 

Public  Meeting 

June  4,  1975. 

TuesdaF,  June  24.  1975,  Time:  2:00  p.m„ 
Room:  8210-2025  •‘M”  Street,  NW,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20554. 

The  puipose  of  this  meeting  is  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  Joint  Industry-Oovernment 
Committee  and  appropriate  working 
groups  to  assist  in  preparation  of  the 
position  to  be  set  forth  by  the  United 
States  at  the  1977  World  Administrative 
Radio  Conference  (1977  WARC)  con¬ 
cerning  the  use  of  the  frequency  band 
11.7-12.2  GHz. 

The  International  Telecommunications 
Union  (ITU)  allocated  this  band  to  the 
Fixed,  Fixed -Satellite  (Space-to-Earth), 
Mobile  (except  aeronautical  mobile). 
Broadcasting  and  Broadcasting-Satellite 
Services  in  Region  Two  which  encom¬ 
passes  North  and  South  America.  Gusun, 
Hawaii.  atMl  the  Samoan  Islands.  The 
United  States  has  in  turn  designated  this 
band  for  the  Broadcasting-Satellite, 
Fixed-Satellite  (Space)  and  Mobile  do¬ 
mestic  Public-Land.  Mobile  (except  aero¬ 
nautical  mobile)  services. 

The  use  of  this  band  in  Region  2  is 
nmitftd  by  two  conditl(His  set  forth  in 
the  International  Radio  Regulations  as 
follows: 

<405BB)  Terrestrial  radlocommunlcatlons 
■errtces  In  the  bcmd  I1.7-l2a  GHz  In  Re¬ 
gion  2  cball  be  Introduced  cmly  after  the 
elaboration  and  approval  of  plans  for  the 
space  radlocommunlcatlons  services,  so  as 
to  ensure  compatibility  between  the  uses 
that  each  country  decides  for  this  band. 
(405BC)  The  use  of  this  band  11.7-18.2  OHs 
in  R^lon  2  by  the  broadcasting-satelUte 
and  fixed -satellite  services  Is  limited  to  do¬ 
mestic  systems  and  Is  subject  to  previous 
between  the  administrations  ooncemad  and 
those  having  sendees,  operating  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Table  which  may  be  affected 
(see  Article  9A  and  Resolution  No.  Spa  2-S). 

Footnotes  appended  to  the  designated 
United  States  use  of  the  band  include 
405BC  (above)  and  NG  105  which  reads: 

In  the  band  11.7-12.2  ORz.  assignments  In 
the  Broadcasting -Satellite  and  Fixed-Satel¬ 
lite  Servtoea  will  not  be  made  pending  far¬ 
ther  Order  of  the  OommlSBloii. 

May  9. 1975.  the  FCXT  released  a  Notice 
of  Intjuliy  (Docket  20488)  seeking  (»m- 
ments  on  the  use  of  the  11.7-12.5  OH* 
band.  TTie  due  dates  for  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  that  Notice  are  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1975  and  September  2,  1975  re¬ 
spectively.  These  dates  have  been  set  suf¬ 
ficiently  In  advance  In  the  hope  that  re¬ 
quests  for  extensions  of  time  will  not  be 
required.  Positions  to  be  put  forth  by  the 
United  States  must  be  available  to  the 
Department  of  State  by  mid- 1976.  A  spe¬ 
cific  meeting  date  for  the  1977  WARC 
(Space  Broadcasting)  has  not  yet  been 
announced,  but  It  is  expected  to  be  con¬ 
vened  as  early  as  January  1977.  Length 
of  the  conference  Is  uncertain,  but  a 
period  of  six  weeks  has  been  proposed 
This  conference  win  be  convened  In  ac¬ 
cord  with  a  resolution  adopted  in  1973  by 


a  Plenipotentiary  Conference  of  the  ITU 
held  at  Malega.  (Torremolinos)  Spain. 
The  United  States  as  a  participating  ad¬ 
ministration  in  the  ITU  is  obliged  to 
respond  to  this  resolution. 

Following  the  adoption  of  the  1973  ITU 
Resolution,  the  Interdepartment  Radio 
Advisory  Committee  (IRAC)  established 
the  Ad  Hoc  143  committee  to  commence 
study  of  the  government  position  for  the 
1977  WARC.  HEW,  NASA.  USIA,  OTP 
and  FCC  were  the  initial  participants. 

The  United  States  has  designate  the 
band  11.7-12.2  GHz  as  nongovernment, 
hence  the  FCC  will  ultimately  be  the 
agency  responsible  for  authorizing  use  of 
the  band.  Ad  Hoc  Committee  143  will  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  this  Joint  Industry-Gov¬ 
ernment  Committee  so  that  both  govern¬ 
ment  and  non-govemment  needs  can  be 
amply  defined  in  the  development  of  the 
United  States  position.  It  is  quite  neces- 
sBuy  that  the  fixed  services  which  will 
include  industry  and  government  users 
be  Included  in  this  proceeding  also  be¬ 
cause  of  the  shared  usage.  At  this  meet¬ 
ing  working  groups  will  be  formulated 
with  specific  assignments  to  study  the 
comments  received  by  the  Cominission  in 
response  to  the  Notice  of  Inquiry.  On 
those  issues  where  comments  ml^t  be 
insufficient,  the  working  groups  will  be 
called  upon  to- assist  the  Commission  in 
preparation  of  any  further  Notices  of 
Inquiry  or  requests  for  contract  study 
programs.  It  is  anticipated  that  those 
government  agencies  having  an  interest 
in  the  use  of  the  11.7-12.2  GHz  band  will 
submit  their  comments  in  Docket  20468, 
so  that  all  available  data  and  informa¬ 
tion  will  be  in  the  public  record.  For 
example,  through  an  exchange  of  notes, 
FCC  has  requested  NASA  to  study  spe¬ 
cific  areas  of  concern.  NASA  has  accept¬ 
ed  this  request  and  agreed  to  conduct  cer¬ 
tain  specific  studies.  This  arrangement 
will  be  fully  described  at  the  scheduled 
meeting. 

The  Agenda  for  this  meeting  will  in¬ 
clude  : 

L  Review  of  the  establishment  of  AD  HOC 
143— IRAC. 

2.  Review  of  some  government  actlvltlee  un¬ 
der  way  or  planned  In  preparation  for  the 
1977  WARC. 

3.  Report  from  applicable  National  CCIR 
study  groups. 

4u  Beports,  comments,  and  open  discussion 
by  government  or  non-government  organlza- 
tioDs  or  Individuals. 

•.  BstaMtshmetit  of  Working  Groups,  lbs 
following  are  proposed: 

A.  Definitions  of  Services  and  user  needs — 
space  and  terrestrial. 

B.  Spectrum  and  Orbit  Sharing. 

C.  Power  Flux  Density  Limitations. 

D.  BvolutloD  of  Band  Osage. 

The  initial  Joint  Industry-Government 
meeting  Is  to  be  conducted  In  accord  with 
the  provisions  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  known 
as  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act, 
Any  Interested  party  may  attend  and 
participate  In  accord  with  that  Public 
Law.  The  working  groups  appointed  at 
this  meeting  may  conduct  their  business 
as  deemed  necessary  by  the  appointed 
Chairmen.  The  responsibility  of  the 
working  groups  Is  to  report  to  the  Chair¬ 


man  of  the  Joint  Committee  who  will 
then  introduce  the  findings  of  each  group 
at  subsequent  Public  Meetings  announced 
in  accord  with  the  Pub.  L.  Notices 
of  these  meetings  will  be  mailed  to  those 
who  have  already  indicated  to  the  FCC 
their  interest  In  the  matter.  Again,  as 
stated  above  any  party  of  interest  can 
attend  and  will  be  accorded  participation 
rights.  Minutes  of  this  public  meeting 
will  be  transcribed  by  a  commercial  firm 
and  will  be  available  to  interested  parties 
upon  purchase  from  that  firm.  Such 
minutes  will  also  be  available  as  a  part 
of  the  proceedings  in  Docket  20468  at  the 
Public  Reference  Rocan  of  the  .FCC,  Room 
209, 1919  “M”  St..  NW..  Washirgton.  D.C. 
20554. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

fSEALl  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

JPR  Doc.76-14966  FUed  6-6-75:8:46  am] 


RADIO  TECHNICAL  COMMISSION  FOR 
AERONAUTICS 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Radio 
Technical  Commission  for  Aeronautics 
Special  Committee  125 — MLS  Implemen¬ 
tation.  It  is  to  be  held  on  July  9-10,  1975, 
In  Conference  Room  3201,  PAA  Trans¬ 
port  Building.  2100  Second  Street.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  commencing  at  9:30 
a.m. 

TThe  Agenda  Is  as  follows : 

1.  Welcome  by  (nialrman. 

2.  Summary  of  14-15  May  1975  meeting  by 
Secretary. 

3.  Introduction  of  new  members  and 
guests. 

4.  FAA  MLS  Status  Report. 

5.  Reports  of  oil  hoc  Groups: 

a.  Benefits. 

b.  Military  Planning  and  Costs 

c.  Cffvll  Costs 

d.  Airborne  Systems  OperaUonsl  Capabili¬ 
ties 

e.  Implementation  Strategies 

f.  PERT  Chart. 

6.  Interim  Report  Status.  “ 

7.  Discussion  on  ad  hoc  Groups  findings 
and  recommended  courses  of  action  and  in¬ 
teraction. 

8.  Update  discussion  of  strawman. 

9.  Special  assignments. 

10.  Announoementa. 

11.  Other  Business. 

12.  Date  and  place  of  next  meeting. 

Meetings  of  Special  Ctxnmlttee  125  are 
open  to  the  public  subject  to  limitations 
of  space  available,  and  any  member  of 
the  public  may  present  oral  statements 
at  the  meeting,  subject  to  time  available, 
or  may  submit  written  statements  to  the 
RTCA  Secretariat.  Persons  planning  to 
attend  or  who  desire  additional  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  this  meeting  are  re¬ 
quested  to  contact  the  RTCA  Secretariat. 
Suite  655,  1717  H  Street.  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20006,  or  telephone  Area  Code 
(202)  298-0484. 

Federal  Communications 

OOMMXBSION. 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins. 

Secretary.  - 

[PR  Doc.75-14968  PUed  6-6-76:8:46  am] 
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RADIO  TECHNICAL  COMMISSION  FOR 
MARINE  SERVICES 

Meetings 

In  accordance  with  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
"Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,” 
Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Marine 
Services  (RTCM)  meeting  scheduled  for 
the  future  Is  as  follows: 

Spbcial  Committee  No.  68 

MARINE  RADIOTELEPHONE  OPERATOR  EDUCATION 

Thursday,  June  26,  1970 — 10:00  ajn.  (All-day 
DReetlng),  Conference  Room  A2O0,  1229 
20th  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

AGENDA 

1.  Call  to  Order. 

2.  Adoption  of  Agenda. 

8.  Reports  on  Work  Assignments.^ 

4.  Other  business. 

6.  Establishment  of  next  meeting  date. 

A.  Newell  Garden,  Chairman,  SC-68,  Ray¬ 
theon  Company,  141  Spring  Street,  Lex¬ 
ington,  Massachusetts  02173,  Phone:  {617] 
862-6600  (Ext.  414) . 

To  Cwnply  with  the  advance  notice  re¬ 
quirements  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  a  compara¬ 
tively  long  Interval  of  time  occurs  be¬ 
tween  publication  of  this  notice  and  the 
actual  meeting.  Consequently,  there  Is 
no  absolute  certainty  that  the  listed 
meeting  room  will  be  available  on  the  day 
of  the  meeting.  Those  planning  to  attend 
the  meeting  should  report  to  the  room 
listed  in  the  notice.  If  a  room  substitu¬ 
tion  has  been  made,  the  new  meeting 
room  location  will  be  posted  at  the  room 
listed  in  this  notice. 

Agendas,  working  papers,  and  other 
appropriate  documentation  for  the  meet¬ 
ing  is  available  at  the  meeting.  Those 
desiring  more  specific  information  may 
contact  either  the  designated  Chairman 
or  the  RTCM  Secretariat.  (Phone  (202) 
632-6490). 

The  RTCM  has  acted  as  a  coordina¬ 
tor  for  maritime  telecommunications 
since  Its  establishment  In  1947.  Problems 
are  studied  by  Special  Committees  and 
the  final  report  Is  approved  by  the 
RTCM  Executive  Committee.  All  RTCM 
meetings  are  open  to  the  public. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-14967  Filed  6-6-76:8:46  am] 

WIRELINE  TELEPHONE  COMPANIES  AND 
RADIO  COMMON  CARRIER 

Interconnection  Meetings 

June  2, 1975. 

Hie  Commission's  ComnKm  Carrier 
Bureau  has  scheduled  the  first  of  a  series 
of  meetings  concerning  Interconnection 
between  the  wireline  telephone  compa¬ 
nies  and  the  Radio  Common  Carriers 
(RCCs),  which  furnish  two-way  radio¬ 
telephone  and  one-way  signaling  service 
to  the  public.  The  first  meeting  will  be 


*Thlfl  meeting  wlU  deal  exclusively  with 
the  revision  of  the  RTCM  handbook,  Tdarlne 
Badlo  Telephony”  (MBT). 


held  at  10  a.m.  on  Friday,  Jime  20, 1975, 
In  Room  A-110  of  the  Commission’s  An¬ 
nex,  1229  20th  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

In  its  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order  in  Offer  of  Facilities  for  Use  by 
Other  Common  Carriers  (Docket  No. 
20099,  FCC  75-450,  released  May  7, 
1975),  the  Commission  noted  that  the 
Illustrative  Tariff  which  was  part  of  the 
settlement  agreement  in  that  proceed¬ 
ing,  and  which  would  be  incorporated 
Into  the  existing  Bell  System  tariffs,  de¬ 
fines  Other  Common  Carrier  (OCC)  as 
Specialized  Common  Carriers,  Domestic 
and  International  Record  Carriers  and 
Domestic  Satellite  Carriers.  The  Com¬ 
mission  foimd  that  the  apparent  Intent 
of  the  provision  is  to  exclude  RCCs  from 
the  class  of  carriers  to  which  Intercon¬ 
nection  facilities  are  offered  imder  the 
OCC  facility  tariffs.  RCCs  presently  deal 
with  the  Bell  System  primarily  on  a  con¬ 
tract  basis.  The  Commission  foimd  a 
substantial  question  as  to:  (1)  Whether, 
rather  than  continuing  the  present  con¬ 
tractual  relationship.  Bell  should  be  re¬ 
quired  to  offer  Interconnection  facilities 
to  RCXJs  pursuant  to  the  OCC  tariffs  rep¬ 
resented  by  the  Illustrative  Tariff,  or  (2) 
whether  the  rates,  terms  and  conditions 
governing  the  provision  of  interconnec¬ 
tion  facilities  to  the  RCCs  should  be  con¬ 
tained  in  a  different  set  of  tariffs  on  file 
with  the  Commission.  The  Commission 
thus  directed  the  Chief,  Common  Car¬ 
rier  Bureau,  to  conduct  informal  meet¬ 
ings  with  Bell  interested  RCCs  and  other 
interested  pa’^ies,  in  order  to  consider 
these  questions,  at  the  conclusion  of 
which  ^e  Commission  will  decide  what 
further  action,  formal  or  otherwise,  is 
necessary  or  appropriate. 

The  Jime  20  meeting  will  Initiate  these 
Informal  proceedings.  At  that  meeting 
the  areas  to  be  discussed  will  be  estab¬ 
lished  and  dates  for  future  meetings  will 
be  set.  Representatives  of  the  Independ¬ 
ent  (non-Bell)  wireline  companies 
which  Interconnect  with  RCCs  are  en¬ 
couraged  to  attend. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-16068  FUed  6-a-76:8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

(Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  212] 

GENERAL  AIR  FREIGHT  CORP. 

Order  of  Revocation 

.  By  letter  dated  April  28, 1975,  General 
Air  Freight  Corp.,  222  Spring  Garden 
Street,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19123 
was  advised  by  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  that  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  212  would 
be  automatically  revoked  or  suspended 
unless  a  valid  surety  bond  was  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  or  before  May  20, 
1975. 

Section  44(c) ,  Shipping  Act,  1916,  pro¬ 
vides  that  no  Independent  ocean  frelcdit 


forwarder  license  shall  remain  In  force 
unless  a  valid  bond  is  In  effect  and  on 
file  with  the  Commission.  Rule  510.9  of 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  General 
Order  4,  further  provides  that  a  license 
will  be  automatically  revoked  or  sus¬ 
pended  for  failure  of  a  licensee  to  main¬ 
tain  a  valid  bond  on  file. 

General  Air  Freight  Corp.  has  failed  to 
furnish  a  valid  surety  bond. 

By  virtue  of  authority  vested  In  me  by 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission, as  set 
forth  in  Manual  of  Orders,  Commission 
Order  No.  1  (revised)  §  7.04(g)  (dated 
September  15, 1973) ; 

It  is  ordered.  That  Independent 
Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License  No. 
212  be  returned  to  the  Commission  for 
cancellation. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Independ¬ 
ent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License  No. 
212  of  General  Air  Freight  Corp.  be 
and  is  hereby  revoked  effective  May  20, 
1975. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  Order  be  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  upon  (general  Air 
Freight  Corp. 

Robert  S.  Hope, 
Managing  Director. 

|FR  Doc.76-14974  Filed  6-6-76:8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  RP71-7,  RP73-77] 

ALABAMA-TENNESSEE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  PGA  Rate  Adjustment  and  Minor 
Tariff  Changes 

May  30,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  27,  1975, 
Alabama-Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Alabama-Tennessee),  P.O.  Box 
918,  Florence,  Alabama  35630,  tendered 
for  filing  as  part  of  Its  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  Tenth  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  3-A,  First  Revised  Sheet 
No.  33  and  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  36-H. 
These  revised  tariff  sheets  are  prc^iosed 
to  become  effective  as  of  July  1,  1975. 

Alabama-Tennessee  states  that  the 
purpose  of  Tenth  Revised  Tariff  Sheet 
No.  3-A  Is  to  adjust  Alabama-Tennessee’s 
rates  pursuant  to  the  PGA  provisions  of 
section  20  and  22  of  the  General  Terms 
and  Conditions  of  Its  tariff  to  refiect  de¬ 
creased  rates  to  become  effective  on 
July  1,  1975,  to  be  charged  by  Its  sole 
supplier,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  and  to  refiect  an  offsetting  credit 
for  a  demand  charge  adjustment  to 
Alabama-Tennessee’s  rates. 

The  revised  tariff  sheet  provides  for 
the  following  rates : 

Tenth 

revised 

sheet 

Rate  schedule  No.  3-A 

0-1 

Demand _ $3. 01 

Commodity _ - _ _ _  66. 06 

BO-l 

Commodity _ _  78. 04 

X-1 

CoDomodlty _ _ _ _  68. 08 

The  revisions  contained  In  First  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  33  and  First  Revised 
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Sheet  No.  S6-H  are  designed  to  reflect  a 
reduction  In  the  period  of  notice  for 
Pm^ased  Gas  Cost  Adjustment  Rate 
CAtanges  as  provided  for  In  the  Tariff 
from  45  days  to  30  days  In  conformity 
with  the  Commission's  currenUy  effective 
rules  and  regulations. 

Alabama-Tennessee  states  that  copies 
of  the  filings  have  been  mailed  to  all  of 
its  jurisdictional  customers  and  affected 
State  regulatory  Commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  shoxild  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE..  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §S  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission's  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
cediure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  17,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
cmisidered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  A^  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[m  DOC.75-148B8  PUad  e-€-75;8:45  ami 


[Docket  Nos.  AR0(-1,  etc.] 

AREA  RATE  PR(X:EEDIN6,  ET  AL 
Order  on  Rehearing 

Mat  30. 1975. 

On  April  16.  1975,  (Titles  Service  Gas 
(Tompany  ((Titles)  applied  for  r^iearing 
of  the  Commission’s  order  Issued  In  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  on  March  17, 
1975.  This  order  directed  the  disburse¬ 
ment  and  fiow-through  of  producer  re¬ 
funds  resulting  from  the  establishment 
oi  area  rates  applicable  to  natural  gas 
produced  in  the  Hugoton-Anadarko  area. 
(44  PPC  761;  44  FPC  1166).  In  requiring 
the  fiow-through  by  purchasers  of  all  re¬ 
funds  allocable  to  their  jurisdictional 
customers,  the  Commission  rejected  the 
doctrine  cff  equitable  entitlement,  origi¬ 
nally  enunciated  in  Texas  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation.  Opinion  and  Order 
No.  540,  issued  May  3.  1968.  39  FPC  630; 
afi&rmed,  "Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corp.  T.  PP.C.”,  414  P.  2d  344  5th  Cir. 
1969K  Under  the  doctrine  of  equitable 
entitlement,  a  purchaser  (in  almost  an 
cases  a  natiual  gas  pipeline)  is  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  demonstrate  its  entitle¬ 
ment  to  aU  or  part  of  the  producer  re¬ 
funds  it  receives  because  it  earned  less 
thfl-n  a  just  and  reasonable  rate  of  return 
during  the  period  to  which  the  refvmds 
are  applicable.  However,  the  circum¬ 
stances  imder  which  a  purchaser  could 
(^im  producer  refunds  imder  the  doc¬ 
trine  of  equitable  entitlement  were 
strictly  circumscribed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  Texas  Eastern.  'Ttie  opportunity 
was  available  only  to  those  purchasers 
who  actually  incurred  Increased  pur¬ 
chased  gas  costs  but  did  not  increase 
their  own  rates  to  recoup  such  costs,  and 
further,  the  importunity  was  foreclosed 


completely  from  and  aft^  May  3,  1968, 
the  date  on  which  the  Texas  Eastern 
opinkm  was  issued.  (39  FPC  643) . 

After  giving  the  matter  further  con¬ 
sideration,  the  Commission  in  its  order 
<rf  March  17, 1975,  rejected  the  concept  off 
equitable  entitlMnent  on  both  policy  and 
practical  grounds,  and  required  pur- 
chsisers  to  flow  all  refunds  through  to 
their  jurisdictional  customers.  The  only 
exception  made  was  for  those  purdiaaers 
whose  approved  rate  settlements  specifi¬ 
cally  reserved  to  them  the  right  to  at¬ 
tempt  to  demonstrate  their  entitlement 
to  producer  rrfunds  on  equitable  grounds 
pursuant  to  Texas  Eastern. 

Cities  was  the  only  purchaser  to  seek 
rehearing  of  the  March  17  order.  It 
argues  that  the  older  “  *  •  •  was  issued 
without  proper  notice  or  opportunity  to 
be  heard.  It  is  not  supported  by  the 
record,  and  it  does  not  contain  the  re¬ 
quired  statement  of  supporting  findings 
and  rationale.  It  Is  arbitrary,  capricious, 
unduly  preferential  and  discriminatory, 
and  applies  a  new  refund  flow-through 
policy  retroactively  to  past  periods  when 
Cities  had  no  notice  of  the  new  pwllcy  in 
a  manner  wholly  contrary  to  fimda- 
mental  fairness  and  justice.” 

(Tarried  to  their  logical  conclusion.  Cit¬ 
ies’  arguments  amoimt  to  a  contention 
that  the  Texas  Eastern  cminion  granted 
to  gas  purchasers  the  immutable  right 
to  claim  producer  refunds  on  equitable 
grounds,  and  that  the  Commission  is 
foreclose  from  re-evaluating  and  chang. 
ing  Its  policy  there  announced.  We  can¬ 
not  accept  such  a  proposition.  We  believe 
instead  that  where,  upon  further  review 
of  the  facts  and  principles  involved,  a 
idiange  in  policy  is  required  in  the  public 
Interest  and  in  carrying  out  the  purposes 
off  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  that  change  can 
and  should  be  made.  It  should  be  remem¬ 
bered  that  Texas  Eastern  Itself  repre¬ 
sented  a  signal  departure  from  the  then- 
existing  refund  policy  of  the  Commission. 
Prior  to  Texas  Eastern,  the  Commission’s 
policy  had  been  to  require  flow-through 
only  in  cases  where  Uie  purchaser  had 
itself  filed  for  and  collected  increased 
rates  reflecting  the  increased  producer 
rates  resulting  in  the  refund.  We  must 
therefore  reject  the  contention  that  the 
order  of  March  17  was  imlawfuL 

Other  facts  disclosed  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  rehearing,  however,  persuade  us 
that  Cities’  right  to  seek  equitable  en- 
titiement  to  certain  specific  producer  re¬ 
funds  must  be  recognized.  (Titles  points 
out  that  on  March  24,  1971,  the  (Tonunis- 
sion  ordered  a  hearing  in  Docket  No. 
RP64-9  (1971  I^ase),  to  determine 
(Tities’  possible  equitable  entitlement  to 
refunds  due  from  Amooo  Production 
Company.  Subsequently,  on  CX:tober  28, 
1971,  a  proposed  settlement  agreement 
was  filed  with  the  (Tonrunission,  which,  if 
approved,  would  settle  Cities’  rights  with 
regard  to  the  Amoco  refunds  and  re¬ 
funds  of  certain  other  producers,  all  of 
which  resulted  from  company-wide  pro¬ 
ducer  rate  settlements. 

We  believe  fairness  dictates  that  the 
proposed  settlement  agreement  be  Judged 
according  to  the  policies  and  standards 
prevailing  at  the  time  the  settlement  was 


rCOOtAL  REGISTEt,  VOL  40,  NO.  Ill— MONDAY,  JUNE 


submitted  to  the  Commission  for  approv¬ 
al.  Conversely,  the  proposed  settlement 
agreement,  assuming  it  is  otherwise  rea¬ 
sonable,  should  not  be  rejected  as  a  result 
of  the  retroactive  application  of  the  new 
policy  announced  in  the  order  of  March 
17.  In  order  to  resolve  this  issue  we  have 
reviewed  the  settlement  agreement  filed 
on  October  28,  1971,  and  have,  by  sep¬ 
arate  order  issued  ccmcurrently  herewith, 
^H>roved  the  settlement  agreement  as 
representing  a  reasonable  disposition  of 
the  refunds  under  the  policies  which  ex¬ 
isted  prior  to  the  order  of  March  17. 

It  should  be  emphasized  that  the  re¬ 
funds  provided  for  in  the  above  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  resulted  from  company- 
wide  producer  rate  settlements  and  not 
from  the  establishment  of  Hugoton- 
Anadarko  area  rates.  As  a  result  the  re¬ 
fund  monies  associated  with  the  settle¬ 
ment  dockets  are  not  affected  by  the 
order  of  March  17,  insofar  as  that  order 
requires  the  disbursement  and  flow¬ 
through  of  refunds  resulting  from  the 
Hugoton-Anadarko  area  rate  orders. 
The  March  17  order  does  affect  the  set¬ 
tlement  refunds  insofar  as  it  would  have 
abolished  Cities’  claim  of  equitable  en¬ 
titlement  to  those  refunds.  This  latter 
issue  has  become  moot  upon  our  ap¬ 
proval  of  Cities’  refund  settlement. 

It  follows,  therefore,  that  no  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  March  17  order  is  required, 
since  Cities  has  established  no  claim  of 
equltitole  entitlement  to  the  reffimds  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  Commission’s  Hugoton- 
Anadarko  area  rate  orders.  Accordingly. 
Cities  will  be  required  to  flow  - through  all 
off  the  refunds  disbursed  to  it  by  pro¬ 
ducers  under  the  order  of  March  17. 

Cities  requests  the  Commission  to  con¬ 
firm  the  fact  that  the  order  of  March  IT 
is  not  intended  to  prejudice  Cities’  rights 
in  pending  court  review  proceedings  in¬ 
volving  a  dispute  as  to  the  amoimt  off  re¬ 
funds  due  Cities  from  Western  Natural 
Gas  Company  and  its  successor  in  in¬ 
terest,  Atlantic  Richfield  Compiany.  The 
March  17  order  is  not  intended  to  have 
any  effect  on  the  coui’t  review  proceed¬ 
ings. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Except 
to  the  extent  granted  by  this  order, 
supra.  Cities’  application  for  rehearing 
is  denied. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-14915  Piled  6-8-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  K-8884  (Phase  U)  ] 
CAROUNA  POWER  AND  UGHT  CO. 
Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Detes 
June  2,  1975. 

On  May  27, 1975,  Electricities  of  North 
Carolina  and  the  Cities  of  Camden  and 
BMmettsviUe,  South  Carolina  Jointly  filed 
a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  Issued  August  36,  1974,  as 
most  recently  modified  by  notice  Issued 
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May  12.  1975.  in  the  above-designated 
matter.  The  motion  states  that  the  par¬ 
ties  have  been  notified  and  have  no  ob¬ 
jection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Intervener’s  Teettinony.  July  18, 
1975. 

Service  of  Staff’s  Testimony.  August  18, 
1975. 

Service  of  Company’s  Rebuttal,  Septem¬ 
ber  a.  1075. 

Service  of  Intervenor*s  Rebuttal  Testimony, 
September  15,  1975. 

Hearing,  September  SO,  1975  (10  a.m.,  edt). 

Mart  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-14889  PUed  6-6-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-86] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Order  Granting  Interventions 

May  30.  1975. 

On  March  31. 1975.  the  Colorado  Inter¬ 
state  Gas  Company  (CTO^  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  changes  ki  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff.  Second  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 
Notice  of  CIG’s  filing  was  issued  by  the 
(Commission  on  April  7.  1976.  with  pro¬ 
tests  and  petitions  to  intervene  due  on 
or  before  April  21, 1975. 

Protests  and  petitions  to  intervene 
were  filed  by,  inter  alia.  Citizens  Utili¬ 
ties  CJompany,  CJity  &  County  cl  Denver, 
Western  Slope  Gas  CTompaoy,  Cheyenne 
Light,  Fuel  &  Power  Company.  Public 
Service  Ctompany  of  (Colorado,  end  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America, 
and  Peoples  Natural  Gas  Division  of 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company. 

Having  reviewed  the  above  petitions  to 
intervene,  we  believe  that  the  petitioners 
have  sufiBcient  interest  in  the  proceed¬ 
ings  to  warrant  interventions. 

The  Commission  finds  It  is  desirable 
and  in  the  public  interest  to  allow  the 
above-named  petitioners  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The 
above-named  petitioners  are  hereby  per¬ 
mitted  to  Intervene  in  these  proceedings 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Ctommission:  Provided,  however. 
That  participation  of  such  Intervenors 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  Interests  as  specifically 
set  forth  in  the  petition  to  intervene: 
And  provided,  further.  That  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  such  Intervenors  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  by  the  Commission 
that  they  might  be  aggrieved  because  of 
any  order  or  orders  of  the  Commission 
entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  interventions  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or  de¬ 
ferring  any  procedural  schedules  here¬ 
tofore  established  for  the  orderly  and 
expeditious  disposition  this  proceed¬ 
ing. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Conunisslan. 

TsealI  Kenneth  F.  Plttmb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-14890  PUed  6-«-78;8:4S  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  RPT4-88.  RP74-eil 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 
AND  COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION 
CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
June  2,  1975. 

On  May  14,  1975,  Columbia  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  C^iporation  and  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Company  filed  a  motion  to 
extend  the  procedural  dates  fixed  by 
order  issued  May  31,  1974,  as  most  re¬ 
cently  modified  by  notice  issued  May  8. 
1975,  in  the  above-designated  matter. 
The  motion  states  that  the  parties  have 
been  notified  and  have  no  objection. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  pro¬ 
cedural  dates  in  the  above  maUer  are 
modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Intervener’s  Te*stimony,  JxUy  3, 
1975. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  July  17, 1975. 
Hearing,  August  5,  1975  (10  a.m.,  edt). 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Keitneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-14891  Piled  6-6-76;8:45  ami 


(Docket  No.  RP73-65.  (PGA  75-5)  ] 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

May  29,  1975. 

On  May  23,  1975,  Staff  Counsel  filed  a 
motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  issued  February  28,  1975, 
in  the  above-designated  matter.  The  mo¬ 
tion  states  that  the  parties  have  been 
notified  and  have  no  objection. 

Upon  cemsideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Staff’s  Testimony,  September  2, 
1975. 

Service  of  Intervenor’s  Testimony,  Septem¬ 
ber  33.  1975. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  October  7, 
1975. 

Hearing,  October  21,  1975  (10  a.m.,  e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  DOC.75-148D2  Filed  6-6-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  RP71-77.  RP72-104,  RP73-107, 
RP74-801 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Order  Granting  Motion  To  Sever  and  Con- 
solidate  Depreciation  Issues  and  To  Ex¬ 
tend  Procedural  Dates 

May  30,  1975. 

In  Opinion  No.  703  issued  August  28, 
1974,  we  approved  certain  Increased  de¬ 
preciation  rates  for  Consolidated  Gas 
Supply  Corporation  (Consolidated)  in 
Docket  No.  RP71-77,  relying  upon  our 
decision  in  Opinion  No.  645  (United  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Company,  Docket  No.  RP71- 
41),  49  FPC  141  (1973),  which  was  sub¬ 
sequently  reversed  in  “Memphis  Light, 
Gtes  and  Water  Division  v.  Fedeiml  Power 
Commission,”  604  P.2d  225  (CADC,  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  1974).  In  Oplnlnon  No.  703-A 
Issued  March  28.  1975,  we  found  Uiat 
“there  Is  Insufficient  evidence  available  to 


satisfy  the  standards  of  the  court  in 
Memphis”  and,  accordingly,  reopened  the 
record  insofar  as  it  pertains  to  those  de¬ 
preciation  rates  and  remanded  it  to  an 
administrative  law  Judge  to  afford  Ctm- 
solidated  an  “opportunity  to  introduce 
evidence  that  will  meet  these  standards.” 

The  Commission  staff,  on  April  29, 
1975,  moved  to  sever  the  depreciation 
issues  from  Consolidated’s  subsequent 
rate  filings  in  Docket  Nos.  RP7S-107 
and  RP74-90  (which  proceedings  had 
previously  been  consolidated  with  one 
another  and  with  Docket  No.  RP75-11) 
and  to  consolidate  those  severed  depreci¬ 
ation  issues  with  the  reopened  and  re¬ 
manded  proceeding  in  Etocket  No.  RP 
71-77  stating,  “Staff  believes  that  the 
issue  of  a  proper  rate  of  depreciation  in 
Docket  Nos.  RP74-90  and  RP73-107  in¬ 
volves  substantially  the  same  issues  of 
law  and  fact  as  the  remanded  proceed¬ 
ing  in  Docket  No.  RP71-77."  Consoli¬ 
dated  filed  an  answer  on  May  6.  1975, 
opposing  the  staff’s  motion  because  (1) 
“the  level  of  the  depreciation  rates  in 
the  latter  dockets  is  different  from  the 
depreciation  rates  In  Docket  No.  RP71- 
77”,  (2)  “rates  applicable  to  the  latter 
test  periods  in  Docket  Nos.  RP74-90  and 
RP73-107  will  involve  additional  facts 
than  those  involved  in  the  earlier  pro¬ 
ceeding”  and  (3)  the  staff’s  motion 
"overlooks  the  substantially  different 
procedural  posture  of  the  RP71-77  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  tlie  latter  dockets.”  Further¬ 
more,  Consolidated  asserts,  consolida¬ 
tion  will  undoubtedly  delay  the  resolu¬ 
tion  of  Docket  No.  RP71-77  which,  ’in 
turn,  should  materially  expedite  the 
resolution  of  the  depreciation  issues  in 
the  latter  dockets. 

Additionally,  the  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  State  of  New  York  (New 
York)  filed  a  response  on  May  2,  1975, 
indicating  (1)  that  while  it  does  not  ob¬ 
ject  to  the  staff’s  proposed  severance  and 
consolidation  of  the  depreciation  issues 
such  action  should  be  expanded  to  em¬ 
brace  the  depreciation  issue  in  (TonsoR- 
dated's  Docket  No,  RP  72-104  which, 
in  turn,  is  presently  pending  before  an 
administrative  law  judge  for  initial  de¬ 
cision  and  (2)  that  New  York  “does  not 
necessarily  concede  that  the  same  result 
is  appropriate  with  respect  to  the  depre¬ 
ciation  issue  In  all  four  dockets.” 

We  have  no  doubt  that  there  are 
many  similarities  among  Docket  Nos.  RP 
71-77,  RP  72-104,  RP  73-107  and  RP  74- 
90  and  that  they  contain  many  com¬ 
mon  questions  of  law  and/or  fact  as  in¬ 
cident  to  their  embracing  four  successive 
rate  filings  by  a  single  natural-gas  com¬ 
pany.  Such  commofn  questions  give  us 
authority  under  S  1.20(b)  of  our  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  to  consolidate  the 
proceedings  or  ccmimon  parts  of  them. 
And  while  we  can  appreciate  that  diff^- 
ent  test  periods  and  rale  levels  may  be 
Involved,  and  that  there  may  be  differ¬ 
ences  in  the  postures  of  the  proceedings, 
we  believe  (Hi  balance  that  such  differ¬ 
ences  are  outweighed  by  the  common 
veins  among  the  proceedings  and,  con¬ 
sequently,  that  it  Is  appropriate  and  in 
the  public  Interest  to  sever  the  depreda¬ 
tion  Issues  from  Docket  Nos.  RP  72-104, 
RP  73-107  and  RP  74-90  and  to  consoU- 
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date  those  severed  Issues  with  the  de¬ 
preciation  Issue  In  Docket  No.  RP  71-77 
for  the  purposes  of  hearing  and  declslcm. 

The  staff  advises,  and  it  mipears,  that 
there  is  no  opposition  to  its  pitgiosed  ex¬ 
tended  procedural  dates  in  Docket  Nos. 
RP73-107  and  RP74-90  and.  conse¬ 
quently  those  dates  are  tqjproved  as 
follows: 

SctTloe  xjt  staff  tastlmony,  May  30,  1976. 

Servioe  of  Intervenor  testimony,  June  17, 
1976. 

Senrtoe  of  company  rebuttal,  July  3,  1976. 

Hearing,  July  16,  1976. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The  mo¬ 
tion  the  Commission  staff  filed  April 
29. 1975,  is  granted. 

(B)  The  depreciation  issues  are  sev¬ 
ered  from  Docket  Nos.  RP72-104,  RP73- 
107  and  RP74-90  and  those  severed  is¬ 
sues  are  consolidated  with  the  deprecia- 
ticm  issue  in  Docket  No.  RP71-77  for 
the  purposes  of  hearing  and  decisicm. 

(C)  The  procedural  dates  in  Docket 
Nos.  RP73-107  and  RP74-90  are  ex¬ 
tended  as  set  f(Hih  in  the  body  of  this 
order. 

By  the  Commissicm. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plttmb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-14893  PUed  6-6-76;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-9091) 

GEORGIA  POWER  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
Mat  30,  1975. 

On  May  27,  1975,  Staff  Counsel  filed  a 
moticm  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  issued  D^mbM*  26, 1974, 
as  most  recently  modified  by  notice  is¬ 
sued  March  27,  1975,  in  tiie  above-des¬ 
ignated  matter.  The  motion  states  that 
the  parties  have  been  notified  and  have 
no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Bervloc  of  Staff’s  TCstlinony,  July  16,  1976. 

Servioe  of  Xntervenor’s  Testimony,  July  29, 
1976. 

Servioe  of  Company  Bebuttal,  August  13, 
1976. 

Hearing,  September  10,  1976  (10  am.,  edt). 

Mart  B.  Kmo, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(VRDoe.75-14895  Filed  e-«-76;8:46  am] 


(Docket  Noe.  CP88-110.  CP70-19,  CP71-222, 
etc.) 

GREAT  LAKES  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend  Import  Authorization 
Jttns  2,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  <m  May  21, 1975  Great 
TAlrea  Oas  Transmission  C(Hnpany 
(Great  Lakes)  filed  a  petition  to  amend 
the  Commission’s  orders  in  the  above- 
captioned  proceedings  to  permit  Great 
Lakes  to  continue  the  importation  of 
natural  gas  purchased  frmn  Trans- 
Canada  Pipelines  limited  (Trans- 
esanada)  at  tiie  new  rates  of  $1.40  (Cdn) 


per  MMBTU  to  be  effective  on  August  1, 
1975  and  $1.60  (Cdn)  per  MMBTU  to  be 
effective  on  November  1,  1975.  Great 
Lakes’  petition  states  that  such  rates 
have  been  announced  by  the  Minister 
of  Energy,  Mines  and  Resources  of  the 
Government  of  Canada  in  his  statement 
issued  May  5,  1975.  Great  Lakes  is  pre¬ 
sently  piuchasing  gas  from  TransCanada 
at  a  rate  of  $1.00  (Cdn)  per  MMBTU. 

The  petition  alleges  that  if  Great 
Lakes’  import  authorizations  are  not 
amended  as  requested  prior  to  August  1, 
1975  Great  Lakes  will  be  faced  with  ter¬ 
mination  of  imports  of  gas  from  Trans- 
Canada. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  SS  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  16,  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  wUl  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Mart  B.  Kmo, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doo.76-14888  FUed  6-6-76:8:46  un] 


[Project  No.  2468] 

GREAT  NORTHERN  NEKOOSA  CORP. 

Application  for  Amendment  of  License 
June  2, 1975. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  was  filed  on  March  19,  1975 
and  amended  on  April  16,  1975,  under 
the  Federal  Power  Act  (16  UB.C.  791a- 
825r)  by  Great  Northern  Nekoosa  Cor¬ 
poration  (Correspondence  to  Mr.  Ronald 
D.  Jemes,  Leboeuf,  Lamb,  Lelby  k  Mac- 
Rae,  140  Broadway,  New  Yoik,  New 
York  10005)  for  Amendment  of  license 
at  the  Dolby  Development  of  Penobscot 
Mills  Project  No.  2458  located  in  the 
county  of  Penobscot.  Maine  on  the  West 
Branch  of  the  Penobscot  River. 

Applicant  requests  Commission  ap¬ 
proval  to  replace  generating  units  5,  6, 
and  7  at  the  Dolby  Hydro  Station  with 
two  new  turbines  and  generators  in¬ 
stalled  in  place  of  units  6  and  7.  Installa¬ 
tion  of  the  new  units  will  Increase  the 
project  gNieratlng  capacity  from  14,100 
kw  to  16,980  kw.  The  new  units  woifld 
also  be  60  cycle  generation  as  opposed 
to  the  present  40  cycle  generation  of 
units  5.  6.  and  7.  Applicant  desires  addi¬ 
tional  60  cycle  power  to  meet  the  needs 
of  new  manufacturing  equipment  in  Its 
mills.  In  addition,  new  headgates  and 
trash  racks  on  imits  6  and  7  and  new 
trash  rakes  for  units  6,  7,  and  8  would 
be  Installed.  A  gate  house  would  also 
be  Installed  to  protect  the  new  equip¬ 
ment  from  the  weather.  New  switch  gear 


on  imits  6,  7,  and  8.  with  supervisory 
control  and  automatic  safety  equipment 
would  be  provided  to  control  units  6.  7, 
and  8  from  Applicant’s  East  MiUinocket 
mill.  In  addition.  Applicant  will  con¬ 
struct  a  60  kv  transmission  line  about 
11.8  miles  long  to  connect  the  new  units 
with  Applicant’s  mills.  Approximately 
1.2  miles  will  be  constructed  within  tiie 
project  boimdary  on  existing  right-of- 
way  and  10.6  miles  will  be  constructed 
parallel  to  existing  right-of-way  which 
will  require  an  additional  20  feet  of 
right-of-way  to  be  included  within  the 
project  boundary. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  JiUy  14, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Oom- 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  S  1.8  or  S  1.10) .  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  paulies  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene  In  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules.  The  appli¬ 
cation  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
is  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  In  and  con¬ 
ferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  by  sections  308  and  309  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  8  826g,  825h) 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  specifically  6  1.32(b)  (18 
CFR  8  1.32(b)),  as  amended  by  Order 
No.  518,  a  hearing  may  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  CTommisslon  on 
this  application  if  no  issue  of  substance 
is  raised  by  any  request  to  be  heard,  pro¬ 
test  or  petition  filed  subsequent  to  this 
notice  vdfhln  the  time  required  herein 
and  If  the  applicant  or  Initial  pleader 
requests  that  the  shortened  procedure  of 
8  1.32(b)  be  used.  If  an  Issue  of  sub¬ 
stance  is  so  raised  or  applicant  or  initial 
pleader  faUs  to  request  the  shortened 
procedure,  further  notice  of  hearing  will 
be  given. 

Under  the  shortened  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised, 
it  will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  or 
initial  pleader  to  appear  or  be  repre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearth  before  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-14897  Filed  6-6-76;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  S-7740] 

INDIANA  AND  MICHIGAN  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Order  Denying  Motion  for  Stay  and  Denying 
Motion  To  Recall  Order 

Mat  30,  1975. 

On  June  13.  1972,  Indiana  and  Michi¬ 
gan  Electric  Compiany  (I&M)  tendered 
for  filing  with  the  Commission  a  v^ole- 
sale  rate  increase  applicable  to  23  mu- 
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nicipal  and  cooperative  customers.  Of 
these  customers,  Richmood  Power  and 
Light  (Richmond).  Anderson.  Indiana 
(Anderson)  and  a  group  of  cooperatives 
(Cooperatives) filed  motions  to  redact 
I&M's  filing  as  it  pertained  to  them, 
claiming  their  contracts  with  I&M  pro¬ 
hibits  unilateral  changes  in  rates  by 
ItiM.  referring  to  the  Supreme  Court’s 
decisions  in  Mobile-Sierra.* 

By  order  issued  August  11.  1S72,  the 
Commission  accepted  I&M’e  proposed 
rate  increase  for  ^ing,  suspend^  its  ef¬ 
fectiveness  for  five  months,  and  estab¬ 
lished  hearing  procedures  thereon.  The 
Commission  also  denied  the  motions  to 
reject,  holding  that  the  ptarties’  agree¬ 
ments  with  IlcM  did  not  constitute  fixed- 
rate  contracts  within  the  definition  of 
Mobile-Sierra.  The  Commission,  by  order 
of  October  6, 1972,  denied  the  motions  for 
rehearing  filed  by  the  three  parties. 

Richmond,  Anderson  and  the  Coopera¬ 
tives  each  p>etitloned  the  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peals  for  the  District  of  Coliunbla  Circuit 
for  review  of  the  Commission’s  orders 
denying  the. motions  to  reject  I&M’s  fil¬ 
ing  and  the  order  denying  rehearing.  In 
’’Richmond  Power  and  Light  Company 
V.  PJ*.C.,”*  the  Court  held  that  l&M’s 
contracts  with  Richmond  and  Anderson 
precluded  I&M  from  filing  a  unilateral 
rate  Increase  under  section  205  and  re¬ 
manded  those  cases  to  the  Commission 
with  directions  to  reject  I&M’s  filings  for 
Richmond  and  Anderson.  ' 

The  Commission,  ^bsequent  to  a  Su¬ 
preme  Court  refiisal  to  re^ew  the  Rich¬ 
mond  decision,  filed  with  the  Court  of 
Appeals  a  motion  requesting  a  remand 
to  the  Commission  of  the  record  of  the 
Cooperatives’  appeal  so  that  we  might 
review  the  Cooperatives’  contracts  in 
light  of  the  Richmond  decision.  Upon  a 
remand,  opportunity  for  all  parties  to 
file  briefs,  and  a  reconsideration  of  the 
stfbject  contracts,  we  held  that  I&M’s 
Jime  13.  1972  rate  Increase  filing  with 
respect  to  the  Cooperatives  was  con- 
trai^ually  impermissible  under  section 
205  of  the  Federal  Power  Act.  We  there¬ 
fore  rejected  I&M’s  filing  under  section 
205  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  the  Co¬ 
operatives  and  ordered  refunds  to  be 
made  to  the  Cooperatives  of  all  amoimts 
collected  in  excess  of  the  rates  effective 
at  tile  time  of  the  Jime  13, 1972  filing.* 
Subsequent  to  oiu:  order  denying  re¬ 
hearing  of  our  June  3,  1974  order*  I&M 
petitioned  the  n.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  D.C.  Circuit  for  review  of  those  or¬ 
ders.  ’That  appeal  is  still  pending. 


^  Indiana  Statewide  Rural  Electric  Oooper- 
attVQ.  Inc..  Fruit  Belt  Electric  Cooperative, 
Jay  Ooun^  Rural  Electric  Membership  Cor¬ 
poration.  Noble  County  Rural  Electric  Mem- 
benbip  Corporation.  Pauktlng-Putnam  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooparattves.  Inc.,  United  Rural  Beetrlc 
Corporation.  Wayne  County  Rural  Electric 
Membership  Corporation,  and  Whitley  Coun¬ 
ty  Rural  Bectric  Metnberehlp  Oorporatkm. 

■United  Oae  Pipeline  Co.,  v.  MoMle  Oas 
Servlca  Corp..  350  UA.  332  (1966):  FJPX!.  v. 
Storra-Paotfic  Power  Co..  850  UA.  348  (1968). 

•481  PJd  490  (D.C.  Ctr.  19TS) . 

■Order  on  Reconsideration.  Docket  No.  B- 
7740.  Issued  June  3,  1974. 

•Order  Denying  Rehearing,  Do^et  No.  B- 
7775,  Issued  August  2. 1974. 


On  April  19,  1975.  the  Cooperatives 
filed  a  Motion  for  Enforcement  Action 
with  this  Commission  requesting  the 
CommiMion  to  implement  its  powers  un¬ 
der  sectlonB  314,  315  and  316  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  and  enforce  Its  order  of 
June  3,  1974.  In  support  of  this  motion 
the  Cooperatives  pointed  out  that  I&M 
did  not  request  of  the  Court  or  of  the 
Commission  a  stay  of  the  Commission’s 
June  3,  1974  order  and  that  the  order 
therefore  remained  in  effect  and  required 
I&M  to  make  the  appropriate  refunds. 
By  order  Issued  May  9,  1975,  in  this 
docket,  we  granted  the  Cooperatives’  Mo¬ 
tion  by  ordering  I&M,  within  twenty  days 
of  the  issuance  of  our  order,  to  make  the 
refunds  of  all  amounts  collected  In  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  rates  In  effect  prior  to  Its 
June  13. 1972  filing. 

On  May  14,  1975,  I&M.  stating  that 
It  had  not  received  a  copy  of  the  (Coopera¬ 
tives’  April  10.  1975  Motion,  filed  with 
the  Ctmimlssion  a  motion  for  a  stay  of 
our  orders  of  June  3,  1974  and  August  2, 
1974,  insofar  as  those  orders  required 
I&M  to  make  refunds.  On  May  19,  1975, 
I&M  filed  a  motion  to  recall  our  order 
Issued  May  9,  1975,  so  as.  to  permit  I&M 
the  opportunity  to  file  a  response  to  the 
Cooperatives’  Motion  of  April  10.  1975. 
On  May  23,  1975,  I&M  filed  Its  response 
to  the  Coo^ratlves’  April  10,  1975  mo¬ 
tion  for  enforcem«it  action.  'The  under¬ 
lying  position  of  I&M  In  each  of  these 
pleadings  is  that  the  Commission  should 
recall  Its  May  9.  1975  order  requiring  the 
payment  of  refunds  by  I&M  In  order  that 
I&M  may  pursue  its  court  appeal  with¬ 
out  any  suggestion  that  the  legal  issues 
Involved  therein  have  been  rendered 
moot. 

I&M  further  maintains  that  its  failure 
to  earlier  request  a  stay  of  the  Commis- 
sUm’s  orders  of  June  3,  1974  and  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1974,  wherein  this  CtMnmission 
originally  ordered  the  payment  of  re¬ 
funds,  was  based  on  the  assumption  that 
the  Commission  would  not  take  any  ac¬ 
tion  to  enforce  its  orders  during  the 
pendency  of  its  appeal. 

I&M  finally  argues  in  support  of  Its 
request  that  the  Commission  recall  its 
order  of  May  9.  1975.  and  stay  Its  orders 
of  June  3,  1974  and  August  2.  1974,  that 
I&M  would  suffer  irreparable  injury  if  it 
was  required  to  refund  to  the  Coopera¬ 
tives  all  amounts  collected  in  excess  of 
the  rates  in  effect  prior  to  its  Jtme  13, 
1972  filing. 

By  May  28.  1974  order  from  the  UB. 
Couit  of  Appeals  fM*  the  D.C.  Circuit  the 
Commission’s  orders  of  June  3.  1974  and 
August  2.  1974  were  stayed  “in  order  to 
afford  the  Court  an  opportunity  more 
fully  to  consider  the  matter  without  ex¬ 
pressing  at  the  time  any  view  on  the 
merits  oi  the  motion.” 

Upon  a  complete  review  of  I&M’s  mo¬ 
tions,  its  response  to  the  Cooperatives 
motion,  and  the  arguments  contained 
therein,  we  must  deny  I&M’s  motion  to 
recall  our  order  of  May  9. 1975,  and  deny 
I&M’s  motion  for  a  stay  of  our  orders 
of  June  3,  1974  and  August  2.  1974  In 
this  proceeding.  However.  In  light  of 
the  D.C.  Circuit’s  stay  of  our  June  3 
and  August  2,  1974  orders  we  shall 


require  I&M  to  place  those  amounts 
which  may  be  refundable  to  the  cowera- 
tives  in  escrow  and  require  that  those 
amounts  be  charged  to  PT*C  Account  No. 
134 — Other  Special  Deposits  pending 
further  Commission  order. 

I&M’s  Motion  For  Stay 

I&M's  reason  for  not  earlier  requesting 
a  stay  of  the  Commission’s  June  3,  1974 
and  August  2,  1974  orders — that  it  as¬ 
sumed  the  Commission  would  not  take 
action  to  enforce  those  orders  pending  a 
court  decision — does  not  persuade  us 
either  that  such  delay  was  justified  or 
that  a  stay  would  now  be  appropriate. 
Section  313(c)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
quite  clearly  states  that  the  filing  for 
court  review  of  an  order  of  this  Commis¬ 
sion  does  not,  unless  specifically  ordered, 
operate  as  a  stay  of  the  Commission’s 
order.  It  was  at  best  presumptuous  of 
I&M  to  assume  the  Commission  would 
not  take  action  to  enforce  an  order 
merely  because  court  review  proceedings 
had  commenced.  If  it  had  bwn  the  in¬ 
tent  of  Cmigress  that  the  Commission’s 
orders  lack  potency  and  authority  perd- 
ing  a  court  review  it  could  have  provided 
that  all  such  orders  be  automatically 
stayed. 

We  are  further  precluded  from  grant¬ 
ing  I&M’s  request  on  the  ground  that  it 
has  failed  to  meet  the  stringent  test  re¬ 
quired  under  “Virginia  Jobbers  v. 
F.P.C.”  *  which  this  Commission  has  heW 
must  be  met  to  secure  a  stay  of  an  order. 
Under  the  test  there  enunciated  by  the 
U.S.  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
D.C.  Circuit,  the  petitioner  must  show: 

(1)  The  likelihood  of  prevailing  on  the 
merits  of  Its  requested  review: 

(2)  That  It  will  suffer  Irreparable  Injury 
If  the  stay  Is  not  granted; 

(3)  That  other  parties  wUl  not  be  BUbstan- 
tlaUy  harmed  by  granting  the  stay;  and 

(4)  Ihat  tbs  public  Intsrest  wiU  be 
served  by  granting  the  stay. 

I&M,  in  its  motion  for  a  stay  of  our 
June  3,  1974  and  August  2,  1974  orders; 
made  no  attempt  to  meet  the  tests  re¬ 
quired  before  this  Commission  will  grant 
a  stay  of  its  orders.  In  Its  answer  to  the 
Cooperatives’  motion  for  enforcement 
action  I&M  alleged  that  If  It  were  re¬ 
quired  to  now  make  refunds  to  the  Co¬ 
operatives  it  may  suffer  Irreparable  In¬ 
jury  in  the  event  it  could  not  recollect 
such  amounts  after  a  favorable  court 
review  deciskm.  Even  if  this  allegation 
were  accurate,  an  argument  we  win 
reach  later  In  this  order,  ICAJ’s  citation 
of  this  potential  Injury  Is  not  sufBclent 
to  meet  the  Virginia  JoUien  four¬ 
pronged  teat  We  must  tiierefore  deny 
IfAfs  mothNi  for  a  stay  of  our  orders 
of  June  3,  1974  and  August  2,  1974. 

I&M’s  Rsquest  For  Recall  or  Ottr 
Mat  9.  1975  Order 

We  now  reach  our  disposition  with  re¬ 
flect  to  oar  order  of  May  9.  1975,  re- 
quiiic;,  I&M  to  make  refunds  to  the 
Co(H>erative8  of  the  amounts  collected 
In  excess  of  the  rates  In  effect  prior  to 


•259  PAd  921  (D.C.  Clr.  1958). 
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the  June  13,  1972  filing.  I&M’s  motion  to 
recall  our  May  9,  1975  order,  and  its 
response  to  the  Cooperatives’  April  10, 
1975  motion  petitioning  su<di  action,  fe- 
quest  this  Commission  to  delay  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  refimds  imtil  the  n.S. 
Court  of  Appeals  has  issued  a  decision  on 
the  validity  of  the  orders  now  pending 
review.  In  support  of  this  request  IliM 
argues  (a)  that  it  would  not  be  prc^r 
for  the  Ccxnmission  to  now  enforce  its 
orders  of  June  3,  1974  and  August  2, 
1974  since  it  has  not  taken  any  action 
on  those  orders  until  the  present;  and 
(b)  that  I&M  would  suffer  irreparable 
injury  if  it  were  now  required  to  make 
refunds  to  the  Cooperatives  since  it  may 
not  be  able  to  recollect  the  amounts  in 
the  event  of  a  favorable  court  decision. 

I&M’s  first  averment  is  without  merit. 
It  may  be  true  that  this  Ccmimlsslon  has 
not  taken  any  action  to  enforce  its  orders 
of  June  3,  1974  and  August  2,  1974  until 
its  order  of  May  9,  1975.  However,  our 
orders  were  final  orders  with  respect  to 
the  issues  presented  and  they  theref<n« 
required  a  disposition  of  the  subject  re- 
fimds.  Moreover,  as  ecu-lier  indicated  in 
this  order,  it  was  Incumbent  upon  I&M 
to  seek  a  stay  of  the  Commission  deci¬ 
sions  in  order  to  be  relieved  tempmarily 
of  their  binding  requirements. 

We  understand  the  concern  expressed 
by  I&M  in  its  second  averment.  I&M  is 
concerned  that  in  the  event  the  Court  of 
Appeals  renders  a  decision  favorable  to 
its  position,  and  it  has  be^  required  to 
make  refunds  to  the  Coi^ratives,  it  may 
be  unable  to  recollect  such  amoimts.  It 
maintains  that  this  Commission  may  be 
imable  or  imwilling  to  order  the  Coc^ra- 
tives  to  repay  to  I&M  the  amovmts  so  re¬ 
funded  on  the  basis  that  such  a  rQ>ay- 
ment  may  be  considered  an  unlawful 
retroactive  collection  of  rates.*  We  do 
note  however  that  the  Cooperatives  are 
on  the  record  as  having  stated  that  they 
would  be  willing  to  repay  such  amoimts 
to  I&M  in  the  event  I&M  prevails  in  its 
court  review.*  It  is  therefwe  imlikely 
that  this  Commission  would  face  a  situa¬ 
tion  wherein  it  would  have  to  order  the 
Coi^ratives  to  repay  such  amounts  to 
I&M.  Moreover,  this  Conunission  is  re¬ 
quired  under  Virginia  Jobbers  to  bcd- 
ance  petitioners’  likelihood  of  success  on 
appeal.  On  balance  we  conclude  that  our 


*I&M  Implies  that  this  Commission  may 
have  the  authority  to  direct  the  repayment 
to  UcM  of  the  amounts  which  may  be  re¬ 
funded.  We  do  not  lay  claim  to  such  au¬ 
thority. 

*The  Cooperatives’  AprU  10,  1976  Motion 
for  Enforcement  Action  states  in  part:  "While 
it  Is  inconceivable  that  I&M  could  prevail 
ultimately,  even  if  it  did  it  would  not  he  ir¬ 
reparably  injured  by  a  stay  not  being  granted 
by  the  Court,  since  in  that  event  the  Co¬ 
operatives  would  be  required  to  pay  the  full 
amount  of  the  increased  rates  to  I&M.  The 
Cooperatives  hereby  state  for  the  record  that 
they  sue  awstre  of  this  fact  smd  would,  of 
course,  voluntarUy  make  the  necessary  pay¬ 
ments  to  I&M  were  T&M  to  prevail  ulti¬ 
mately."  (at  7). 


present  disposition  is  proper  and  neces¬ 
sary. 

I&M’s  citation  of  the  Commission  posi¬ 
tion  in  the  recent  appeals  in  Docket  Nos. 
73-2193  and  74-1032,  wherein  the  Com¬ 
mission  argued  that  it  did  not  have  the 
authority  to  pemllt  I&M  to  place  its  in¬ 
creased  rates  into  effect  retroactively, 
will  not  be  dispositive  of  our  position  in 
the  event  the  Cooperatives  are  unwilling 
to  repay  I&M.  We  note  that  that  review 
proceeding  Involved  a  requested  effec¬ 
tive  date  prior  to  I&M’s  filing  date.  In  the 
present  proceeding  not  only  did  I&M’s 
filing  date  precede  the  requested  effective 
date,  but  the  increased  rates  were  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  maximum  suspension  period 
permitted  under  the  Federal  Power  Act. 
Upon  consideration  of  I&M’s  concern 
over  the  possibility  of  being  precluded  by 
this  Commission  from  recollecting  any 
refunded  amounts  in  the  event  of  a  favor¬ 
able  court  decision  we  conclude  that  such 
concern  over  this  Commission’s  author¬ 
ity  is  unwarranted. 

We  conclude  therefore  that  I&M  has 
not  presented  sufBcient  grounds  to  per¬ 
mit  this  Commission  to  order  a  stay  of 
its  orders  of  .June  3,  1974  and  August  2, 
1974  or  to  require  this  Commission  to  re¬ 
call  its  order  of  May  9, 1976. 

T?ie  Commission  finds.  (1)  Good  cause 
has  not  been  shown  for  this  Commission 
to  grant  I&M’s  May  14, 1975  motion  for  a 
stay  of  our  orders  of  June  3,  1974  and 
August  2, 1974. 

(2)  Good  cause  has  not  been  shown 
for  this  Commission  to  grant  l&M’s 
May  19,  1975  motion  to  recall  our  order 
of  Biay  9, 1975  in  this  docket. 

(3)  In  light  of  the  May  28,  1974  order 
of  the  U.s;  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  D.C. 
Circuit  staying  Commission  orders  of 
June  3,  1974  and  August  2,  1974,  good 
cause  exists  to  require  I&M  to  estobllsh 
an  escrow  account  for  the  amounts  which 
may  be  refundable  to  the  cooperatives 
as  hereinafter  ordererd. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  I&M’s 
May  14,  1975  motion  for  a  stay  of  our 
orders  of  June  3, 1974  and  August  2, 1974 
is  hereby  denied. 

(B)  I&M’s  May  19,  1975  motion  to  re¬ 
call  our  order  of  May  9,  1975  Issued  in 
this  docket  is  hereby  denied. 

(C)  I&M  is  hereby  ordered  to  place 
those  amounts  which  may  be  refundable 
to  the  cooperatives  imdo*  the  June  13. 
1972  rate  filing  in  escrow  and  shall  charge 
those  amounts  to  FPC  Account  No.  134 — 
Other  Special  Deposits  of  the  Commls- 
sicm’s  Uniform  System  of  Accounts  for 
Public  Utilities  and  licensees  pending 
further  Commission  order. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Fsdekal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  '  Mart  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-14898  Piled  8-«-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI74-319] 

JAMES  M.  PORCKITSON,  AND 
GULF  COAST  VENTURE 

Order  Setting  Hearing  Date,  Establishing 

Procedures  and  Granting  Untimely  In¬ 
tervention 

June  2,  1975. 

On  November  5.  1973,  James  M.  For- 
gotson.  Operator  for  Gulf  Coast  Venture 
(Forgotson),  filed  in  Docket  No.  CI74- 
319  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7  (b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permis¬ 
sion  and  approval  to  abandon  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  to  Valley  Gas  Transmission, 
Inc.  (Valley  Gas) .  from  certain  wells  in 
the  Southeast  Alice  Area.  Jim  Wells 
County.  Texas,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  in  this  proceeding. 

Applicant  in  his  November  5, 1973,  ap¬ 
plication  proposed  to  abandon  the  sale  of 
gas  to  Valley  Gas  from  the  Gulf  Coast 
Venture  No.  7  Charles  Mull  well  and  Gulf 
Coast  Venture  No.  1  Tom  CoUard  well. 
According  to  Forgotson,  these  weDs  are 
not  longer  producing.  The  Mull  well  was 
completed  February  21,  1965,  from  per¬ 
forations  between  5,046  and  5,050  feet 
and,  after  ceasing  to  produce,  was  shut 
in  on  August  11,  1973.  The  CoUard  well 
was  completed  from  perforations  be¬ 
tween  5,353  and  5,362  feet  in  September 
1962.  This  zone  was  abandoned  at  the 
end  of  1964.  The  well  was  produced  from 
perforations  from  4,762  to  4,768  feet  from 
January  1965  until  said  sand  watered  out 
and  the  well  ceased  to  produce.  Both 
wells  were  the  subject  of  a  contract  for 
the  sale  of  said  gas  dated  June  25,  1962, 
as  amended  December  12, 1962,  on  file  as 
Porgotson’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  6. 

The  wells  on  certain  of  the  leases 
described  in  Porgotson’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  6  are  said  to  have  been 
depleted  and  abandoned  and  the  gas  wells 
on  certain  other  leases  described  in  that 
rate  schedule  are  said  to  be  dead.  Sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  filing  of  the  application 
Forgotson  indicated  that  he  wished  to 
rework  the  Muil  Nos.  4  and  7  wells  and 
the  CoUard  No.  1  well  in  the  hope  of  find¬ 
ing  new  gas  or  to  driU  another  weU  on 
the  property. 

Forgotson  filed  on  December  18,  1973, 
a  notice  of  canceUation  of  his  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  6.  His  position,  ap¬ 
parently,  was  that,  although  the  contract 
date  of  termination  was  not  reached,  the 
contract  could  be  terminated  and  the  sale 
could  be  abandoned  because  the  wells 
could  not  produce  any  gas  under  the 
terms  of  the  contract.  He  desired  to  sell 
any  additional  gas  found  to  VaUey  Gas, 
but  not  at  the  then  appUcable  price  of  16 
cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

A  remedy  provided  in  a  situation  such 
as  that  faced  by  Forgotson  is  to  submit  a 
request  for  special  rdlef  pursuant  to 
i  2.76  of  the  poUcy  and  interpretations 
(18  CFR  2.76),  which  permits  independ¬ 
ent  producers  to  apply  for  relief  from 
area  rates  with  respect  to  sales  of  natural 
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gas  from  reservoirs  where  reduced  pres¬ 
sures.  the  need  for  reconditioning  or 
deeper  drilling  make  further  production 
imeconomlcal  at  existing  prices.  Accord¬ 
ingly.  by  letter  filed  on  April  30.  1074, 
Forgotson  requested  that  the  application 
for  abandonment  in  the  instant  docket 
be  considered  as  a  petition  for  special 
relief  pursuant  to  S  2.76.  Section  2.76 
provides,  however,  that  applicants  for 
relief  under  such  policy  shall  establish 
economic  Justification  for  their  request. 
Including  information  on  additional 
costs,  the  unit  price  which  would  Justify 
the  additional  expenditure  and  the 
amoimt  of  gas  to  be  recovered  and  sold  in 
the  Interstate  market. 

Forgotson  filed,  as  part  of  the  re¬ 
quired  data,  a  contract  amendment  dated 
May  10,  1974,  providing  for  a  60.0-cent 
per  million  Btu  charge  for  the  gas,  plus 
tax  reimbursement.  Later,  he  filed  sup¬ 
porting  data  for  his  price.  He  indicate 
a  plan  to  test  three  possible  producing 
zones  in  the  Mull  No.  4  and  Mull  No.  7 
wells  and  four  possible  producing  zones 
In  the  CoUard  No.  1  well,  each  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $6,000  per  zone.  To  test 
each  zone  he  indicated  it  would  be  nec¬ 
essary  to  squeeze  off  the  present  non¬ 
productive  perforations,  to  perforate 
Uie  next  zone  to  be  tested,  set  tubing  and 
packer  above  perforations,  swab  the  well 
and  possibly  acidize.  In  the  Mull  No.  4 
well  it  would  be  necessary  to  drill  out 
the  cast  iron  plug  which  was  set  above 
a  possible  gas  sand. 

Forgotson  had  hoped  to  produce  from 
a  Tninimnm  of  four  sands.  Based  on  the 
production  history  of  five  wells  on  the 
subject  acreage,  including  the  three  pro- 
P(Med  to  be  tested,  he  anticipated  total 
productivity  of  the  three  wells  to  be  ap¬ 
proximately  1.0  million  Mcf  and  total 
product  life  to  be  five  years.  He  estimated 
total  operating  expenses  over  the  five- 
year  depletion  period  would  be  approx¬ 
imately  $88,000,  including  the  cost  of 
compression. 

On  July  23, 1974,  in  Stm  Oil  Cknnpany. 
Docket  No.  RI74-236,  the  Commission 
declared  that  a  producer  applicant  seek¬ 
ing  relief  **must  furnish  not  only  opin¬ 
ion  evidence  on  the  oost  of  the  project 
and  gas  supply  issues  but  also  sufficient 
underlying  data  so  that  the  reasonable¬ 
ness  and  credibility  of  the  opinion  evi¬ 
dence  can  be  weighed  by  application  of 
traditional  evidentiary  standards.**  For¬ 
gotson  was  thereupon  requested  to  fur¬ 
nish  additional  information  consistent 
with  the  guidelines  set  forth  in  the  Sim 
order.  In  lieu  thereof,  however,  he  re¬ 
iterated  his  request  for  abandonment  au¬ 
thorization  and  cancellation  of  the 
applicable  rate  schedule.  He  states  that 
attempts  to  recomplete  the  Mull 
well  have  been  unsuccessfuL  He  has  fur¬ 
ther  furnished  Information  in  the  form 
oi  a  letter  from  Valley  Oas  to  him  stat¬ 
ing  that  Valley  Oas  is  not  in  a  position 
either  to  accept  his  offer  to  farm  out 
the  acreage  to  it  or  to  attempt  the  c(»n- 
presslon  of  existing  perforations. 

After  due  notice  by  piffillcatlon  in  the 
PiDKKAX.  Register  of  the  application  for 
abandonment  in  the  instant  docket,  and 


after  due  notice  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  July  19,  1974  (39 
FR  26488) ,  of  Forgo tson’s  request  to  con¬ 
strue  the  iq^pllcatiim  as  a  petition  for 
special  relief,  a  petition  to  intervene  in 
support  of  the  special  relief  was  untimely 
filed  by  Valley  Oas  on  July  30,  1974.  In 
its  petition  Valley  Oas  stated  that  it  did 
not  oppose  the  application  for  abandon¬ 
ment. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  The  par¬ 
ticipation  of  Valley  Oas  in  this  docket 
would  not  delay  these  proceedings  nor 
unduly  inconvenience  any  other  party. 

(2)  The  intervention  of  Valley  Oas  in 
this  proceeding  may  be  in  the  public 
interest. 

(3)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Oas  Act  that  the  issues  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  be  scheduled  for  hearing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedures  set  forth 
below. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Valley 
Oas  is  hereby  permitted  to  Intervene  in 
this  proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  the  participation 
of  such  intervener  shall  be  limited  to 
matters  affecting  asserted  rights  and 
Interests  as  specifically  set  forth  in  said 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene:  And, 
provided,  further.  That  the  admission  of 
said  Intervener  shall  not  be  construed  as 
recognition  by  the  Commission  that  it 
might  be  aggrieved  by  any  order  or  or¬ 
ders  of  the  Commission  entered  in  this 
proceeding. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  (3as  Act,  particularly  sections  7 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  imder  the  Natural  Oas  Act,  a 
public  hearing  shall  be  held  on  July  29. 
1975,  at  10  a.m.,  (e.d.t.)  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  concerning  the  issue  of 
whether  the  available  supply  of  natural 
gas  is  depleted  to  the  extent  that  the 
continuance  of  service  is  unwarranted,  or 
that  the  present  or  future  public  con¬ 
venience  or  necessity  permit  such 
abandonment. 

(C)  On  or  before  July  17,  1975,  For- 
gotsim  and  any  supporting  pcu*ty  shall 
file  with  the  Commlisslon  and  serve  upon 
all  parties,  including  Commission  Staff, 
their  testimony  and  exhibits  in  support 
of  their  positions. 

(D)  An  Administrative  Law  Judge  to 
be  designated  by  the  Chief  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge— See  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority,  18  CFR  S.5(d) — Shan  preside 
at,  and  control  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  pedicles  expressed 
In  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  and  the  purposes  ex¬ 
pressed  in  this  order. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  KXNir<TH  F.  PLUMB, 

Secretary. 

(FB  DO0.76-14BM  FUed  e-6-76;8:48  am] 
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[Docket  Noe.  RP76-14,  BP78-10a.  POA  75-3 
AP  75-3] 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  UNE  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  in  F.P.C.  Gas  Tariff 
June  2.  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  29,  1975, 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Michigan  Wisconsin),  tendered  for  fil¬ 
ing  Substitute  Ninth  Revised  Sheet  No. 
27P  to  its  P.P.C.  Gas  Tariff,  Second  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1  to  be  effective  May  2, 
1975,  pursuant  to  Commission  order 
dated  May  15.  1975. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  states  that  this  fil¬ 
ing  refiects  elimination  of  payments 
made  to  Exxon  Company,  n.S.A.  included 
in  the  rate  Increase  filing  of  March  13, 
1975. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  further  states 
that  copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Company’s  Jurisdictional  customers 
and  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  S  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  18, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14899  FUed  6-6-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  CP74-316  etc.] 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  UNE  CO. 

ET  AL 

Findings  and  Order  After  Statutory  Hearing 
Issuing  Certificates  of  Public  Conven¬ 
ience  and  Necessity 

June  2.  1975. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  Nos.  CP74-316.  CP75-182 
and  (7P7S-195;  Natural  Oas  Pipeline 
Company  of  America,  Dodiet  Noa.  CP 
72-279  and  CP75-274:  Great  Lakes  Oas 
Transmission  Company.  Docket  No.  CP 
74-317;  Northern  Natural  Oas  Ccnnpany, 
Docket  Nos.  CP75-21:  and  CP75-237; 
Michigan  Consolidated  Oas  Company, 
Docket  Nos.  CP7S-199  and  CP75-200. 

The  applications  in  this  proceeding 
are  all  in  some  way  related  to  the  provid¬ 
ing  of  storage  service  and  the  increasing 
of  peak  day  sales  in  the  service  areas  of 
certain  major  interstate  pipeline  com¬ 
panies.  ’The  applications  relate  to  short 
and  long-term  arrangemoits  Involving 
the  pipeline  system  of  Michigan  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Pipe  Line  Company  (Mich  Wls).  The 
primary  facilities  proposed  are  those  in¬ 
volving  Mich  Wise’s  proposal  to  acquire, 
develop,  and  operate  three  underground 
storage  fields  in  Michigan.  Other  appli-  ^ 
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catioDs  relate  to  arrsuiKements  for  tem¬ 
porary  storage  scrvlee  pending  construc¬ 
tion  of  Mich  Wise’s  underground  storage 
facilities  or  to  long-term  transportation 
and  storage  sendee  proposed  by  Mich 
Wise.  The  proceedings  in  certain  dockets 
herein  are  to  be  set  for  formal  hearing 
on  a  consolidated  record.  Certain  of  the 
proposals  concern  transactions  which 
are  planned  for  the  near  future  and  seem 
to  have  some  urgency  about  them.  The 
Commission  will  grant  temporary  certif¬ 
icates  herein  in  the  case  of  those  pro¬ 
posals.  The  total  cost  of  facilities  in¬ 
volved  herein  is  approximately  $136,500,- 
000.  The  Commission  is  granting  tempo¬ 
rary  authorization  to  construct  and  op¬ 
erate  facilities  estimated  to  cost  over 
$40,000,000. 

I^ELOFicnrT  or  zhx  Storage  Fields 

On  June  7.  1974,  Mich  Wise  filed  In 
Docket  No.  CP74-Sie  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7  (c)  of  the  Natural  Qas 
Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  aottioiizing  Mich  Wise  to 
acquire  and  develop  three  deideted  gas 
flelda,  the  Muttonville,  Capac  and  Lcon- 
md  Fields,  into  natural  gas  storage  fields 
and  to  acquire,  construct  and  (operate  fa¬ 
cilities  necessary  therefor.  aB  as  more 
fully  set  forth  In  the  application  in 
Docket  No.  CP74-316. 

Wise  states  that  the  Muttonville 
Field  Is  a  substantially  depleted  gas  field 
located  in  Lenox  Township,  Macomb 
Cormty.  Mich^an,  approximately  seven 
miles  from  the  existing  pipeline  facilities 
of  Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission  Com¬ 
pany  (Great  Lakes)  in  St.  Clair  County, 
Michigan.  Mich  Wise  estimates  that  upon 
full  development  the  field  win  provide 
11.1  minkm  Mcf  of  storage  capacity  for 
the  1976-77  winter  period.  Mich  Wise 
states  that  it  has  contracted  to  acquire 
existing  wells  together  with  related  fa¬ 
cilities  and  approximately  25  percent  of 
the  storage  rl^ts  in  the  fMd  and  has 
commenced  appropriate  proceedings  be¬ 
fore  the  Michigan  pm>llc  Service  Com¬ 
mission  for  a  certificate  authorizing  it  to 
acquire  remaining  storage  and  sur¬ 
face  rights  hi  the  field  by  condemnation. 
To  develop  the  Muttonville  Field  Mich 
Wise  proposes  to  drill  additional  facility 
wdls  and  to  construct  and  operate  a 
gathering  system,  two  3,000  hoi^power 
units  St  the  new  Muttonville  Com¬ 
pressor  Station  and  a  6.7-mlle  20-!nch 
teansmissiop  line  to  connect  the  Mutton- 
ville  Storage  Field  to  the  existing  pipe¬ 
line  facilities  of  Great  Lakes. 

TTie  application  In  Docket  No.  CP74- 
S16  states  that  the  Ospae  Field  is  a 
substantially  Cteplet^  gas  fi^  lorat^  In 
Ifnssey  and  lyim  TOwnshIpa,  8t.  Clair 
Oounty,  Miehigan,  and  Imlay  Township, 
Lapeer  County,  Ml<^igan,  approximately 
seven  ndles  from  the  exlst^  plp^lne 
facilities  of  Great  Lakes  in  Lapeer  Coun¬ 
ty.  Mich  ^Hsc  esttmates  that  upon  full 
development  the  fl^  will  iwovfde  30 
million  Mcf  of  storage  capacity  for  the 
1977-78  winter  period.  Midi  Wise  further 
states  it  is  acquiring  hie  existing  produc¬ 
tion  taclltttes,  has  acquired  substantial 
storage  rights  in  the  field  and  is  actively 


seeking  to  acquire  the  remaining  storage 
rights  requir^  to  develop  and  operate 
the  field  for  storage.  To  develop  the  Ca¬ 
pac  Field  Mich  Wise  proposes  to  drill  new 
facility  wells,  construct  and  operate  a 
gathering  system,  three  4,500  horsepower 
class  units  at  the  Capac  Compressor  Sta¬ 
tion  and  a  7.1-mile  24-inch  transmission 
line  to  connect  the  Ctqiac  Storage  Fl^ 
to  the  existing  pipeline  facilities  of  Great 
Lakes. 

The  third  storage  field  described  in 
the  application  in  Docket  No.  CP74-316  is 
the  Leonard  Field,  located  in  Addison 
Township,  Oakland  County,  Michigan, 
approxii]^tely  12  miles  from  the  existing 
pipeline  facilities  of  Great  Lakes  in 
Lapeer  County.  Mich  Wise  states  that  it 
has  contracted  with  Michigan  Consoli¬ 
dated  Gas  Company  (Mich  Con)  to  ac¬ 
quire  all  of  the  latter’s  facilities  and  other 
property  in  the  field  including  storage 
rights  and  will  acquire,  as  soon  as  prac¬ 
ticable,  all  remaining  storage  rights  and 
Interests  necessary  to  develop  and  oper¬ 
ate  the  field  for  storage.  Mich  Wise  states 
that  to  dev^p  the  field  for  storage  it  will 
be  uecesaary  to  drill  additional  facility 
wells  and  to  construct  and  operate  a  field 
gathciing  ssrstem,  two  2.000  horsepower 
elass  units  at  the  new  Leonard  Compres¬ 
sor  Station  and  a  11.6-mile  16-lnch 
transmission  line  to  connect  the  Leon¬ 
ard  Storage  Field  to  the  existing  pipeline 
facilities  of  Great  Lakes  In  Lapeer  Coun¬ 
ty.  Mich  Wise  estimates  that  upon  fuQ 
development  the  Leonard  Field  will  pro¬ 
vide  11.2  million  Mcf  of  storage  capacity 
for  the  1977-78  winter  period. 

Mich  Wise  anticipates  that  all  three 
fields  can  be  fully  developed  and  neces¬ 
sary  facilities  constructed  over  the  next 
three  years.  Mich  Wise  claims  that  the 
proposed  storage  development  will  pro¬ 
vide  52.300.000  Mcf  oi  additional  working 
storage  capacity,  of  which  454)00.000  Mcf 
are  propo^  to  be  cycled,  and  will  ensd^ 
Mich  Wise  to  obtain  an  aggregate  maxi- 
murS  dally  withdrawal  frmn  the  storage 
fields  at  the  end  March  eatdi  year  of 
110.000  Mcf  per  day  for  1975-76.  2954)00 
Mcf  pn*  day  for  1976-77,  and  500,000  Mcf 
per  day  for  1977-78. 

Mich  Wise  states  in  the  application  In 
Docket  NO.  CP74-316  that  addlttonal 
storage  capacity  Is  essential  to:  (1)  pro¬ 
vide  for  gas  sought  to  offset  the  dccBne 
tax  Mich  Wise’S  existing  reserves  which 
will  have  to  be  taken  at  essentially  100 
percent  load  factor,  (2)  permit  Mich 
Wise’s  customers  to  alter  their  purchase 
patterns  (creating  increased  winter  sea¬ 
sonal  and  peak  day  requirements)  in  or¬ 
der  to  shift  portions  of  their  existing 
annual  cmitract  entitlement  Into  higher 
end  use  markets,  (3)  provide  for  the  an¬ 
ticipated  growth  in  peak  day  and  winter 
period  requirements  of  Mich  Wise’s  exist¬ 
ing  distribution  customers  for  future 
winter  periods,  and  (4)  assist  in  main¬ 
taining  deliveries  from  Mich  Wise’s  pipe¬ 
line  suppliers. 

Mich  Wise  estimates  the  cost  facili¬ 
ties  proposed  in  Docket  No.  CP74-316  is 
$70,016,000  which,  Mich  Wise  states,  will 
be  financed  initially  with  funds  gener¬ 
ated  internally,  together  with  brnrow- 


Ings  from  banks  under  short-term  Hn^ 
of  credit.  Mich  Wise  states  that  any  bank 
borrowings  win  be  refinanced  with  per¬ 
manent  debt  and  equity  funds  as  marked 
conditions  permit. 

To  effect  transportation  and  delivery 
of  gas  for  injectlcm  into  and  withdrawal 
from  the  Muttonville,  Capac  and  Leonard 
storage  fields.  Mich  Wise  has  entered  into 
a  transportation  agreement  dated  May 
20, 1974,  vdth  Great  Lakes. 

On  June  7.  1974.  Great  Lakes  filed  In 
Docket  No.  CP74-317  its  related  atylica- 
Uou  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  Great  Lakes 
proposes  to  transport  up  to  2914)00  Mcf 
of  natural  gas  per  day  for  Mich  Wise,  for 
20  years,  from  the  Interconnection  of 
their  two  systems  near  FarweU,  Clare 
County,  Michigan,  to  the  points  of  inter¬ 
connection  to  be  established  near  stor¬ 
age  facilities  proposed  to  be  developed 
by  Mlcb  Wise  at  the  Capac.  Leonard  and 
Muttonville  Fields. 

Mich  Wise  will  d^ver  to  Great  Lakes 
during  the  storage  inlection  eyide,  in  the 
month*  of  April  through  October  of  each 
year.  90,000  Mcf  of  gas  during  the  lint 
contract  year,  182.000  Mef  during  the 
second  contract  year,  and  291,000  Mcf 
during  the  third  and  remaining  yaars  of 
the  eontract,  at  the  exchange  point  near 
FarweU,  and  other  points  of  Interoon- 
nection  as  may  be  mutually  agreed  upon. 
Great  Lakes  will  redeliver  equivalent 
volumes  to  the  proposed  storage  fields 
of  Mich  Wise.  The  May  20, 1974.  contract 
also  provides  that  Great  Lakes  upon  re¬ 
quest  by  Mich  Wise  may  tran;q;>ort  and 
deliver  such  excess  quantities  as  Mich 
Wise  may  request,  when  in  Great  Lakes’ 
Judgment  su^  trsiusportation  is  feasible. 

’The  application  in  Docket  No.  CP74- 
317  states  that  under  the  exchange 
agreement  between  Great  Lakes  and 
Mich  Wise,  approved  by  the  Commission 
order  issued  April  30,  1970,  in  Docket 
Nos.  CP70-19  and  CP70-21  (43  FPC  635) , 
as  amended  October  18.  1973  (50  FPC 
1119),’  Mich  Wise  win  d^ver  the  stored 
volumes  to  Great  Lakes  at  the  storage 
field  interconnections  and  Great  Lakes 
will  redeliver  equivalent  volumes  to  Mich 
Wise  at  the  Fortune  Lake  delivery  point 
near  Crystal  Falls  in  the  Upper  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michgian. 

In  furtiierance  of  the  agreement  of 
May  20.  1974,  Great  Lakes  proposes  in 
Docket  Na  CP74-317  to  construct  the 
following  additional  facilities  during  the 
period  from  1974-1977;  a  total  of  53J 
miles  of  36-lnch  diameter  loop  pipeline 
at  certain  points  between  the  exchange 
point  near  FarweU  and  the  delivery 
points  at  the  proposed  storage  fidds,  one 
84)00  HJ*.  addition  at  the  FarweQ  com¬ 
pressor  station,  an  Impeller  replacement 
at  the  compressor  station  near  OtisvlUe, 
Michigan,  and  interconnection  facilities 
at  the  proposed  storage  fields.  Great  i 


^  Under  the  smendlng  order  October  18, 
1973,  Great  Xeltes  and  MMi  Wtie  art  au- 
thortaed  to  achang*  iq>  to  6004)00  Mef  per 
Oay. 
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Lakes  estimates  the  total  cost  at  $22,- 
335,000,  to  be  financed  from  funds  gen¬ 
erated  internally,  together  with  borrow¬ 
ings  from  banks  under  short-term  lines 
of  credit,  if  required. 

Great  Lakes  intends  to  charge  Mich 
Wise  for  the  transportation  service,  for 
the  first  year,  5  cents  per  Mcf  for  vol¬ 
umes  of  gas  transported;  for  the  second 
and  each  succeeding  year,  a  demand 
charge  of  82.8  cents  per  Mcf  of  monthly 
contract  quantity  and  a  volume  charge 
of  2.10  cents  per  Mcf  of  gas  delivered  by 
Great  Lakes  to  Mich  Wise. 

Interim  and  Permanent  Storage 
Arrangements 

On  December  19, 1974,  Mich  Wise  filed 
In  Docket  No.  CP75-182  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  Mich 
Wise  (1)  to  extend  for  one  year  short¬ 
term  transportation  and  storage  services 
for  Northern  Indiana  Public  Service 
Company  (Nipsco),  Northern  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Northern),  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  Company  of  America  (Natural) , 
and  The  Peoples  Gas  Light  sind  Coke 
Company  (Peoples),  and  (2)  to  provide 
long-term  storage  and  transportation 
service  for  Northern,  Natural,  and 
Peoples,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  in  Docket  No.  CT75-182. 

Pursuant  to  Commission  orders  Issued 
June  9, 1972,  in  Docket  No.  CP72-147  (47 
FPC  1477)  and  September  6,  1974,  in 
Docket  No.  CP74-157.  et  al..  (52  FPC  — ) , 
Mich  Wise  was  authorized  to  render  a 
short-term  transportation  service  for 
Nipsco  by  transporting  5,000,000  Mcf  of 
natural  gas  for  delivery  to  Mich  Con  dur¬ 
ing  the  storage  injection  cycle  for  storage 
for  the  account  of  Nipsco  and  redeliver¬ 
ing  equivalent  volumes  to  Nipsco  during 
the  storage  withdrawal  cycle.  Under  the 
existing  authorization,  this  arrangement 
terminated  as  of  March  1,  1975.  Nipsco 
has  requested  Mich  Wise  and  Mich  Con, 
and  they  have  agreed,  to  extend  the 
arrangement  for  one  year  to  March  1, 
1976,  with  no  change  in  the  existing 
terms  and  conditions. 

Pursuant  to  Commission  orders  Issued 
October  2,  1972  (48  FPC  661),  and  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1973  (50  FPC  1021),  in  Docket  No. 
CP72-277,  and  September  6,  1974,  In 
Docket  No.  CP74-157.  et  al.,  Mich 
^IHsc  was  authorized  to  render  short¬ 
term  transportation  services  for  North¬ 
ern  and  Natural  and  to  provide  for 
a  related  storage  service  by  Mich 
Con.  During  the  storage  injection  cycle 
Mich  Wise  transports  and  delivers 
to  Mich  Con  for  storage  2,800,000 
and  5,800,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  for 
Northern  and  NaturaL  respectively,  and 
redelivers  equivalent  volumes  during  the 
storage  withdrawal  cycle.  Under  existing 
authorizations  these  arrangements  ter¬ 
minated  as  of  March  1,  1975.  Northern 
and  Natural  have  requested  Mich  Wise, 
and  It  has  agreed,  to  extend  the  arrange¬ 
ments  for  one  year  to  Idarch  1, 1976,  with 
no  change  In  the  existing  terms  and  con- 
dltl(ms. 


Pursuant  to  the  Commission's  order 
issued  September  6.  1974,  in  Docket  No. 
CJP74-157,  et  al.  Mich  Wise  was  author¬ 
ized  to  render  short-term  transportation 
service  for  Peoples  and  to  provide  for  a 
related  storage  service  by  Mich  Con.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  storage  injection  cycle  Mich  Wise 
transports  and  delivers  to  Mich  Con  for 
storage  6,000,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  for 
Peoples  and  redelivers  equivalent  vol- 
lunes  during  the  storage  withdrawal 
cycle.  Under  the  existing  authorization 
these  arrangements  terminated  as  of 
January  31.  1975.  Peoples  has  requested 
Mich  Wise,  and  it  has  agreed,  to  extend 
the  arrangement  for  one  year  to  January 
31,  1976,  with  no  change  in  the  existing 
terms  and  conditions. 

Mich  Wise  requests  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-182  authority  to  extend  for  one 
year  the  services  presently  being  pro¬ 
vided  for  Nipsco,  Northern,  Natural,  and 
Peoples. 

Mich  Wise  in  the  application  in  Docket 
No.  CP75-182  proposes,  further,  to  render 
long-term  transportation  and  storage 
services  to  Northern,  Natural,  and 
Peoples  at  the  request  of  these  com¬ 
panies.  During  the  storage  injection 
cycle,  Mich  Wise  proposes  to  transport 
for  storage  4,200,000  Mcf  of  gas  for 
Northern,  3,800,000  Mcf  for  Natural  and 
1,000,000  Mcf  for  Peebles.  Mich  Wise 
states  that  it  does  not  presently  have 
available  the  capacity  to  store  the 
9,000,000  Mcf  of  gas,  but  that  it  has  ar¬ 
ranged  for  Mich  Con  to  store  the 
9,000,000  Mcf  of  gas  during  1975  and 
5,000,000  Mcf  during  1976.  Mich  Wise 
proposes  to  use  the  storage  fields  pro¬ 
posed  in  Docket  No.  CP  74-316  eventu¬ 
ally  to  provide  the  needed  capacity.  Mich 
Wise  intends  to  store  in  such  fields 
4,000,000  Mcf  of  the  9,000,000  Mcf  of  the 
long-term  storage  gas  in  1976,  and  in 
subsequent  years  to  store  the  full 
9,000,000  Mcf. 

To  provide  the  proposed  services.  Mich 
Wise  requests  authorization  in  Docket 
No.  CP75-182  to  construct  and  operate 
four  sections  of  42-lnch  pipeline  loop 
with  an  aggregate  length  of  51.7  miles. 
The  proposed  pipeline  looping  will  con¬ 
sist  of  16.1  miles  of  42-inch  pipeline 
paralleling  existing  pipeline  facilities  on 
Mich  Wise’s  Woolfolk-to-Hamllton 
mainline  In  Michigan,  15.9  miles  of  42- 
lnch  pipeline  1o(H>  on  Mich  l^Hsc’s 
Hamllton-to-Brldgman  mainline  in 
Michigan,  6.4  miles  of  42-lnch  pipeline 
locH)  paralleling  Mich  Wise’s  existing 
Brldgman-to-St.  John  mainline  In  In¬ 
diana,  and  13.3  miles  of  42-lnch  pipeline 
loop  paralleling  Mich  Wise’s  existing  St. 
John-to-Sandwich  mainline  In  Illinois. 
’The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed 
faculties  is  $26,693,760,  which  Mich  Wise 
states  will  be  financed  Initially  with 
treasury  funds,  retained  earnings  and 
other  funds  generated  Internally,  to- 
geth^  with  borrowings  from  banks 
under  short-term  lines  of  credit  as  re¬ 
quired. 

Mich  Wise  has  entered  Into  transpor¬ 
tation  and  storage  agreements  with 
Northern,  Natural,  and  PecH^les  provid¬ 
ing  for  a  primary  term  extoidlng  from 


March  1. 1975,  to  February  28. 1995.  The 
agreements  provide  that  the  storage  cus¬ 
tomers  will  pay  for  transportation  and 
storage  services  a  demand  charge  of  $6.75 
per  month  per  Mcf  of  maximum  dally 
quantity  for  each  month  of  the  year. 

Mich  Wise  has  entered  into  a  storage 
agreement  with  Mich  Con  xmder  which 
Mich  Wise  wlU  pay  Mich  Con  $3.54  per 
month  per  Mcf  of  maximum  daily  quan¬ 
tity  for  the  storage  service  to  be  rendered 
by  Mich  Con. 

On  January  2,  1975,  Mich  Con  filed  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP75-199  and  CP75-200  ap¬ 
plications  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  certificates  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  to  im¬ 
plement  its  part  of  the  temporary  stor¬ 
age  service  proposed  by  Mich  Wise  in 
the  application  in  Docket  No.  CP75-182, 

In  the  application  in  Docket  No.  CT* 
75-199  Mich  Con  requested  authorization 
for  continuation  for  one  year  for  each 
company  of  the  temporary  storage 
service  authorized  by  the  order  of  Sep¬ 
tember  6,  1974,  In  Docket  No.  CT74-157, 
et  al.,  as  described  above  in  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  Mich  Wise’s  application  in  Docket 
No.  CP75-182. 

In  the  application  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
200  Mich  Con  proposes  to  render  the 
natural  gas  storage  service  described  by 
Mich  Wise  in  its  application  In  Docket 
No.  CT»75-182  during  the  period  from 
March  1975  through  February  197T.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  summer  period  Mich  Wise  will 
deliver  to  Mich  Con  for  storage  up  to 
9,000,000  Mcf  in  1975  and  up  to  5,000,000 
Mcf  in  1976,  plus  2  percent  of  the  deliver¬ 
ies  for  compressor  fuel.  During  the  re¬ 
spective  winter  periods  hDch  Con  pro¬ 
poses  to  redeliver  equivalent  volumes  less 
compressor  fuel  to  NQch  Wise  at  the 
Woolfolk  Compressor  Station,  an  existing 
delivery  point  of  Mich  Wise  to  Mich  Con. 

On  July  26,  1974,  Northern  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-21  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  Northern  to 
construct  and  operate  facilities  on  Its 
main  line  transmission  system  east  of 
Northern’s  Ogden,  Iowa,  Compressor  Sta¬ 
tion  for  the  purpose  of  provl(hng  delivery 
capability  which  would  enable  Northern 
to  accommodate  the  special  gas  storage 
and  exchange  arrangements  with  Mich 
Wise,  as  described  herein,  as  well  as  to 
accommodate  arrangements  with  Great 
Lakes  and  Northern  niliu^  Gas  Com¬ 
pany.  Northern’s  request  Is  more  fully 
set  forth  In  the  ^plication  In  Docket  No. 
CP75-21. 

Specifically,  Northern  proposes  In 
Docket  No.  CP75-21  to  construct  and  (h>- 
erate  a  new  7,000  horsepower  omnpressor 
station  (East  Dubuque)  In  SectloQ  5, 
Township  28,  Range  1,  Jo  Daviess  County, 
Illinois,  and  14.3  miles  of  26-lnch  loop 
which  will  complete  the  26-lnch  loc^line 
between  Its  Ogdra  and  Waterloo  com¬ 
pressor  statlmi  to  provide  ai^^roxlmately 
80,000  Mcf  per  day  of  additional  (Mlvery 
capability  and  operational  flexibility  on 
the  east  leg  portion  of  Northern’s  pipe¬ 
line  system. 
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Tbe  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed 
facilities  is  $5,020,400  which  will  be 
financed  from  cash  on  hand,  funds  gen¬ 
erated  thrott^  operations  and  short- 
tenn  bank  notes  as  reouired. 

By  letter  order  issu^  March  13,  1975, 
Northern  was  granted  tennxirary  au- 
thorinktioo  to  eonstniet  but  not  c^>erate 
the  facilities  proposed  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-21  conditioned  to  exclude  the  cost 
of  sudi  facilities  from  its  rate  base  pend¬ 
ing  further  Commission  order. 

In  addition.  Northern,  on  Febniary  18, 
1975,  filed  tn  Docket  No.  CP75-237  an 
ain>lication  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Oas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorising  Northern  to  (1)  extend  for  one 
year  the  sbort-tenn  transportation  and 
storage  arrangement  with  Mich  Wise 
described  herein,  (2)  larovide  for  long¬ 
term  delivery  ot  natural  gas  to  Mich 
Wise  for  storage  and  redelivery  also  de¬ 
scribed  herein,  and  (3)  extend  for  one 
year  the  authorisatiem  for  an  exchange 
of  gas  with  Great  Lakes,  all  as  more  fully 
set  feu^  In  the  application  in  Docket  Na 
CP75-237. 

Northern  proposes  In  Docket  No. 
CP75-237  to  deliver  the  2.8  million  Mcf 
pursuant  to  the  short-term  arrangement 
with  Mich  Wise  at  the  existing  Janes¬ 
ville.  Wisconsin.  Interconnection  during 
the  summer  of  1975  on  those  days  when 
Northern  has  gas  available  in  excess  of 
its  customers’  and  Its  other  storage  In¬ 
fection  requirements.  Tbe  gas  will  be 
stmied  and  red^vered  to  Northern,  sis 
described  above.  Northern  states  that  it 
wUl  pay  Mich  Wise  42.72  cents  per  Mcf 
of  gas  delivered  by  Northern  to  Mk^ 
Wise. 

Northon  also  rsquests  authorisation 
in  Dodset  Na  CS*75-237  for  ttie  long¬ 
term  anrswgruiitB  with  Midi  Wlsa.  Aa- 
cordtng  to  Northern’s  appMsation,  Mkh 
Wks  wffl  caiWB  the  kaleelkNi  of  dsUvsred 
volumes  tailo  underipround  storage,  me 
described  above,  smd  will  reddlver  such 
volumes  to  Northern  by  making  physical 
ddlvety  of  gee  to  Great  Lakes  at  Farwdl. 
Michigan,  Great  Lakes  will,  in  turn,  de¬ 
liver  by  displacement  equiveJent  volumes 
to  Northern  at  existing  points  of  inter¬ 
connection  In  Minnesota. 

Northem  also  proposes  In  Docket  No. 
CP75-237  to  exchange  25J>00  Mcf  of  gas 
per  day  with  Great  Takes  under  terms  of 
an  agreement  dated  July  15,  1972, 
whereby  Northem  wm  receive  gas  from 
Chreat  Takes  throiigh' exiting  Intercon¬ 
nections  in  Minnesota  and  Michigan  and 
win  ddlver  equivalent  volumes  to  Mich 
ifffisc.  for  Great  lakes’  account,  near 
Janesville,  or  to  Great  Lakes  at  the 
Wakefield.  Michigan,  Interconnection. 

Northern  indicates  tn  the  application 
In  Docket  No.  CP7S-237  that  tbe  long¬ 
term  storage  agreement  with  Mich  Wise 
calls  for,  (1)  ddlvery  by  Northem  dur¬ 
ing  tile  summer  of  1975  of  2.1  million 
Mcf  cf  gas  to  Mich  Wise  for  use  as  base 
gas.  (2)  payment  by  Northem  to  Mich 
Wise  of  a  demand  charge  of  $6.75  per 
mrmth  per  Mcf  of  nutrlmiitn  Quan- 
(42J)00  Mcf)  for  each  month  (3)  a 
charge  of  81  cents  per  Mcf  of  gas  for  any 
^  d^clencles  in  gas  delivery  by  Mich  Wise 


to  Northem  during  the  withdrawal 
paiod,  and  (4>  an  authorized  overrun 
charge  against  Northern  of  $10  per  Mcf 
oi  gas. 

Northem  states  that,  besides  those 
facilities  for  which  authorisation  is 
sought  by  the  application  in  Docket  No. 
C7F75-21.  no  additional  facilities  are  re¬ 
quired  by  it  to  effect  the  transportation 
and  storage  or  exchange  of  gas  proposed 
in  its  api^ation  in  Docket  No.  CT*75- 
237. 

In  order  to  obtain  authorization  for 
Its  part  of  the  short-term  storage  ar¬ 
rangements  Natural,  on  January  27, 1975, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP72-279  a  petition 
to  amend  the  order  issued  in  said  docket 
on  December  6,  1972  (48  FPC  1206).  as 
amended  Octob«-  9.  1973  (50  FTC  1021), 

and  September  6,  1974  (52  FPC  - ). 

pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  by  authorizing  the  continuation 
through  February  28,  1976,  of  a  59,100 
Mcf  per  day  100-day  storage  service 
tmder  Natural's  R*C  liate  Schedule  8-3.* 
and  in  accordance  with  the  third  amend¬ 
ment,  dated  Decnnber  5,  1974,  to  the 
rdevant  tramsportation  and  exchange 
agreement  between  Natural  and  Mich 
Wise,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  In  the 
petition  to  amend  In  Docket  No.  CP72- 
279. 

The  December  5, 1974,  amendmoit  ex¬ 
tends  the  tmn  of  tbe  original  agree¬ 
ment  between  Mich  Wise  and  Natural, 
dated  April  4. 1972,  as  amoided  March  2, 
1973,  and  December  28.  1973,  for  the 
period  through  February  28. 1976,  on  the 
same  toms  and  conditions  as  previously 
authorised  in  the  subject  docket.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  tbe  agreement  Natural  will  de¬ 
liver  to  Mkh  Wke  near  Woodstock,  nh- 
noia  ttw  5,910.000  Mcf  of  gas  hsreliv- 
befoM  descrttied  during  ttie  maanmier 
■EksnUm.  Nstoral  states  that  each  gas  will 
be  provided  by  Its  oustoeoen  sebsdui 
Ing  smama-  storage  injeetton  vobawes 
Ivoas  wtihla  mid  cuetoiaers’  effective 
monthly  quantity  entitlemmts. 

In  order  to  Imtdeinent  Its  part  of  tbe 
long-term  storage  arrangements  Natu¬ 
ral.  on  March  38,  1975.  filed  in  Docket 
Na  CP75-274  an  appUeatlon  pursuant 
to  section  7(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  a  eertifleate  of  public  eonvenlenoe 
and  necessity  anthorlzlng  Natural  to 
provide  38,673  Mcf  per  day  of  long-term 
100-day  storage  service  to  existing 
costomers. 

Natural  states  tn  Its  appUcatiem  In 
Docket  No.  CP75-274  that  ffhas  entered 
into  a  transportation  and  storage  agree¬ 
ment  with  Mich  Wise  providing  tor  kmg- 
term  transportation  and  storage  of  tiie 
3,800,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  hereihbefore 


■NaturaJ’8  petiUoa  states  that  the  ap¬ 
plicable  rate  schedule  designation  win  be 
changed  to  ICS-S  In  order  to  distinguish 
more  readily  between  types  of  storage  eerr- 
ioe  cnrrmtly  tn  effect  and  additional  stor¬ 
age  service  Natural  plans  to  offer  pursuant  to 
authorisation  to  be  requested  from  the  Oom- 
mieslon  tn  the  near  future.  Among  the  ed- 
dltional  storage  services  propoeed  by  Nat- 
TDwl'  Is  the  long-tenn  eetvlos  propoeed  ta 
Maturare  appiiestUon  in  Docket  No.  CP76- 
274,  described  infra. 


described  (3300.000  Mcf  at  1.000  Btu  per 
cubic  foot  measured  on  a  wet  basis  equals 
approximately  3367300  Mcf  measured 
on  a  dry  basis) . 

To  support  the  proposed  storage  serv¬ 
ice,  participating  customers  win  provide 
to  Natural  volumes  of  natural  gas  from 
their  existing  entitlements,  equivalent  to 
all  top  gas,  cushion  gas  and  fuel  gas 
Natviral  is  required  to  deliver  to  Mich 
Wise  under  the  agreement,  which  in¬ 
cludes,  on  an  annual  basis,  a  winter  con¬ 
tract  quantity  of  3300,000  Mcf.  plus  5 
percent  of  this  winter  contract  (luantity 
for  use  as  compressor  fuel.  Mich  Wise  is 
also  to  receive  from  Natural  1,900,000 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  prior  to  October  31. 
1976,  for  use  as  cushion  gas.  Natural 
states  that  the  storage  service  wifi  not 
affect  its  annual  gas  supply. 

The  Commission  notes  that  neither 
Nipsco  nor  I*eoples  have  applied  for  au¬ 
thorization  to  implement  their  parts  of 
the  transportation  and  storage  arrange¬ 
ments. 

l^isTxiBTTTioir  Arxakgements 

In  Its  petition  to  amend  in  Docket  No. 
CP72-279  Natural  states  that  the  exten- 
8l(m  of  the  Aprfl  4.  1972,  agreement  with 
Mich  Wise  has  enabled  It  to  offer  a  con¬ 
tinued  storage  service,  at  a  rate  of  59400 
Mcf  per  day  for  100  days  on  a  pro  rata 
basis,  to  Its  Jurisdictional  customers  who 
are  participants  In  the  current  year’s 
service  and  that  the  vohunes  not  ac¬ 
cepted  were  then  reoffered  to  acc^ttng 
customers  pro  rata  until  the  total  volume 
was  contracted.  Natural,  acccudlngly. 
also  seeks  authorization  in  its  petition  In 
Docket  No.  CP72-279  for  service  In  the 
follow^  quantities: 

ahmre  of 

DMQ-4  sunt— nss  Siaoo  M  ft* 

icum^Power  Ow _ 4,a4e 

toww  gUoSsls  1 1gkt  A  Fwwer  Ce - 9,  IM 

lows  DUn—  Oas  A  glactfla  Oo -  9. 948 

Zowa  Power  A  Ltgbt  Co - - - -  T41 

Iowa  Bootham  TTtai  ttss  Oo _ ... _  909 

Nortk  aWotw  Oaa  CJa -  B,  Ml 

Tha  PBO|)>aB  Oaa  Mgbt  A  Coka  Co —  M,  01S 
WIscaDslB  Southern  Oaa  Co.,  Xnc -  1, 006 

Shtre  of 

0-1  ewstosners  59 JOC  M  ft 

KaSkaskta  Oas  Co _  47 

Monareli  Oas  Oo - - - - — 96 

Nasbvllla,  lUlnats.  etty  at - 72 

PsrryvUla.  Missouri,  city  at - -  193 

Pln^aayvUla,  etty  of _  01 

SpaarvlUe.  Kan—,  cl^  of -  14 

United  Gttisa  Oaa  Oo -  170 


Total _ 59,100 

Ihe  proposed  additional  winter  period 
service  k  urgently  needed  by  Natural’s 
customers  to  cnabk  them  to  meet  their 
respective  preaently  attached  peak-day 
requirements  In  the  event  of  a  severe 
1975-1976  winter.  No  new  facilities  will 
be  required  in  order  to  extend  the  subject 
service. 

Natural  indicates  the  rate  for  the  sub¬ 
ject  service  Is  based  on  the  cost  of  storage 
service  provided  by  Mich  Wke  under  its 
Rate  Schedule  X-29  and  the  allocated 
portion  of  NaturaTs  cost  of  pipeline  loop 
gas  on  the  north  end  of  its  system  said 
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to  be  required  for  the  proposed  deliveries. 
Said  rate  computes  to  51.92  cents  per 
Mcf,  according  to  Natural. 

In  its  application  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
274  Natural  states  that  the  long-term  ar¬ 
rangement  with  Mich  Wise  will  enable 
Natural  to  offer  38,673  Mcf  per  day  of 
100-day  long-term  storage  service  over 
the  winter  period  of  November  1  to 
March  1,  to  the  following  customers: 

Share  o/ 
38,673  Mcf 


Customer  per  day 

Associated  Natural  Qas  Co -  60 

Illinois  Power  Co _  2, 000 

lows  Electric  Light  &  Power  Co -  1, 476 

lowa-Illlnols  Oas  &  ESectrlo  Co -  6, 866 

lows  Power  te  Light  Co _  505 

lows  Southern  Utilities  Co -  265 

Nsshvllle,  Illinois,  city  of -  41 

North  Shore  Gas  Co - -  3, 412 

Peoples  Oas  Light  &  Colce  Co,  the —  23, 849 

Peoples  Natural  Oas  D1  vision -  94 

SpearvUle,  Kans.,  city  of -  9 

United  Cities  Gas  Co -  116 


Total  _ _ - . —  38,673 


The  storage  service  will  be  offered  for 
a  term  of  16  years,  coextensive  with  the 
term  of  Natural’s  existing  DMQ-1  serv¬ 
ice  agreements,  subject  to  renewal  at 
Natural’s  option  up  to  20  years.  During 
the  12-month  period  following  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  storage  service. 
Natural  proposes  to  redeHver  the  cushion 
gas  furnished  by  participating  custom¬ 
ers,  less  5  percent  thereof  for  compressor 
fuel. 

The  storage  service  will  be  offered 
under  a  proposed  new  Rate  Schedule 
MS-1.  The  proposed  storage  service  will 
be  billed  under  a  demand  charge  per 
memth  of  $7.47  for  each  Mcf  of  Buyer’s 
Daily  Withdrawal  Quantity  determined 
by  dividing  the  sum  of  the  annual  cost 
Natural  will  pay  Mich  Wise  under  the 
applicable  agreement  (a  demand  charge 
of  $6.75  per  month  per  Mcf  of  maximum 
daily  quantity  during  each  month  of  the 
year)  plus  the  allocated  portion  of  Nat¬ 
ural’s  cost  of  north  end  pipeline  loopings 
between  its  market  storage  fields  and  the 
terminus  of  the  system  by  Natural’s  an¬ 
nual  billing  units  applicable  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  service.  In  addition,  it  is  proi^ed 
that  the  customers  be  required  to  bear 
costs  to  Natmal  which  may  result  from 
reimbursing  Mich  Wise  for  losses  In¬ 
curred  by  it  in  the  event  Natural  elects 
to  cancel  the  Mich  Wise  agreement  prior 
to  its  tennlnation  date. 

Natural  states  that  the  additicmal  win¬ 
ter  period  service  is  needed  by  its  cus¬ 
tomers  to  enable  them  to  meet  peak  day 
space  heating  requirements  in  the  event 
of  severe  winter  conditions: ‘To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  a  severe  winter  does  not  occur, 
this  additional  service,  according  to  Nat¬ 
ural,  will  assist  Natural’s  customers  to 
serve  additional  winter  needs  of  new  and 
existing  high  priority  1  and  2  consumers 
and  will  alleviate  the  need  for  expulsive 
peak  shaving  supti^es. 

On  December  30,  1974,  Mich  Wise  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP75-196  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 


Oas  Act  for  a  certificate  oi  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
construction  and  operation  of  pipeline 
and  compressiem  facilities  to  enable  Mich 
Wise  to  meet  the  increased  peak  day 
requirements  of  its  existing  distribution 
customers  and  to  increase  deliveries  to 
meet  said  requirements  by  approximately 
92,900  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  commencing 
September  1,  1975,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-195. 

Mich  Wise  states  that  its  distribution 
customers  for  the  ccmtract  year  com¬ 
mencing  September  1,  1975,  have  nom¬ 
inated  an  increased  peak-day  quantity  of 
natural  gas  from  the  existing  maximum 
daily  quantity  of  3,775,879  Mcf  to  a  pro- 
post^  3,868,781  Mcf.  Mich  Wise  further 
states  that  this  Increase  in  peak-day  vol¬ 
umes  only  changes  its  customers’  pat¬ 
terns  of  purchase  under  Mich  Wise’s 
rate  schedules  without  causing  Increase 
in  annual  gas  supply  and  that  such  in¬ 
crease  in  peak-day  volumes  enables  Mich 
Wise’s  customers  to  husband  their  avail¬ 
able  annual  gas  supply  and  upgrade  the 
end-use  of  such  supply. 

To  transport  these  proposed  increased 
peak-day  volumes  Mich  Wise  proposes  to 
install  and  operate  10.8  miles  of  42-lnch 
main-line  loop  paralleling  existing  facili¬ 
ties  on  Mich  Wise’s  Brldgman-to-St. 
John  mainline  in  the  state  of  Indiana,  a 
7,500  horsepower  class  compressor  unit 
on  Mich  Wise’s  existing  Bridgman  Com¬ 
pressor  Statiem  site  in  the  state  of  Mich¬ 
igan,  and  7.5  miles  of  24-lnch  pipeline 
loop  paralleling  Mich  Wise’s  existing 
Madison  laterals  in  the  states  of  Illinois 
and  Wisconsin.  Mich  Wise  states  that  all 
proposed  facilities  will  be  constructed  on 
or  adjacent  to  existing  rights-of-way  or 
compressor  station  sites. 

Mich  Wise  further  states  that  the  cost 
of  the  proposed  facilities  is  estimated  at 
$12,412,330  which  will  be  financed  with 
treasury  fimds,  retained  earnings  and 
other  internally  generated  funds,  to¬ 
gether  with  borrowings  from  banks  under 
short-term  lines  of  credit  as  required. 

Based  on  the  allegations  presented  by 
the  applicants  to  the  various  applications 
report^  herein  the  Commission  finds 
that  emergencies  exist  on  the  systems 
of  Mich  Wise,  Natural  and  Northern 
which  require  temporary  authorization 
of  the  transportation  and  storage  ar¬ 
rangements  to  enable  the  parties  to  be¬ 
gin  injecting  gas  into  storage  and  the 
construction  and  operation  of  facilities 
necessary  to  implement  such  arrange¬ 
ments.  The  Commission  notes  that,  al¬ 
though  it  is  authorizing  construction  of 
over  $40  million  worth  of  facilities,  the 
cost  of  Uie  facilities  authorized  shall  not 
be  included  in  any  company’s  rate  base 
imtil  further  order  of  the  Commission. 

Pacts  before  the  Commission  in  this 
and  other  proceedings  concerning  the 
regulatory  status  of  Afich  Con  shall  be 
considered  as  part  of  the  formal  hear¬ 
ings.  Mich  Con  and  Mich  Wise  are  affili¬ 
ates.  Both  are  subsidiaries  of  American 
Natural  Oas  Company,  which  owns  all 
the  outstanding  voting  securities  of  each 
company. 


’The  Commission  first  declared  Mich 
Con  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Qas  Act  pursuant  to  section  1(c) 
thereof  by  a  Declaration  of  Exemption 
Issued  in  Docket  No.  0-6507  (14  PPC 
535) .  At  that  time  the  Commission  found 
that  all  natiural  gras  received  by  Mich  Con 
was  received  and  ultimately  consumed  in 
&Qchlgan  and  that  the  Michigan  Public 
Service  (Commission  was  exercising  regu¬ 
latory  Jurisdiction  over  the  rates,  serv¬ 
ice  and  facilities  of  Mich  Con.  Mich  Con 
was  granted  a  continuing  exemption 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Oas 
Act  by  Commission  order  Issued  Novem¬ 
ber  21,  1969,  in  Docket  No.  CP70-82  (42 
PPC  1030) .  The  November  21, 1969,  order 
exempted  from  Commission  regulation 
the  transportation  and  exchange  of  gas 
Involving  Mich  Con,  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipe  line  Company  (Panhandle)  and 
Southeastern  Michigan  Oas  Company 
(Southeastern).  On  September  10,  1971, 
Mich  Con  was  again  granted  a  continu¬ 
ing  exemption  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  by  Older  issued  In  Etocket  No.  CP71- 
305,  et  al.  (46  PPC  658),  concerning  a 
temporary  transportation  and  exchange 
agreement  between  Mich  Con  and  Mich 
Wise  so  as  to  enable  Mich  Con  to  trans¬ 
port  gas  from  its  northern  Michigan  sup¬ 
ply  area  to  its  southern  Michigan  system. 
The  authorization  was  to  expire  on  No¬ 
vember  1, 1972,  but  was  extended  for  one 
additional  year  by  order  Issued  In  the 
same  docket  on  December  27,  1972  (48 
PPC  1528). 

On  July  12,  1972,  by  order  issued  in 
Docket  No.  CP72-146  (48  PPC  63),  Mich 
Con  was  granted  the  first  of  its  exemp¬ 
tions  for  the  temporary  storage  arrange¬ 
ment  Mich  Con  performed  for  Nipsco. 
Natural  and  Mich  Wise  were  Involved  in 
the  transportation  of  the  storage  gas  for 
Nipsco  and  Mich  Con.  Another  exemp¬ 
tion  was  granted  for  the  storage  service 
provided  by  Mich  Con  for  Northern  and 
Natural  by  order  Issued  on  October  2. 

1972,  in  Docket  No.  CP72-277,  et  al.,  (48 
PPC  661).  Mich  Wise  performed  the 
necessary  transportation  services.  The 
exemptl(m  for  the  service  for  Natural 

-and  Northern  was  continued  through 
Pebruary  1974  by  order  Issued  O:tobtf  9, 

1973,  in  Docket  No.  CP72-277,  et  al.  (40 
PPC  1021). 

When  Mich  Cc«i  applied  again  for  con¬ 
tinuation  of  the  exemption  pursuant  to 
section  1(c)  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act  In 
order  to  continue  the  storage  services  for 
the  benefit  of  Northern.  Natural  and 
Nipsco,  and  for  an  additional  exemption 
to  render  a  similar  service  to  Peoples,  the 
Commission  rejected  such  application  for 
continuing  exemption,  but  granted  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  for  the  limited  purpose  of  iN*ovidlng 
the  storage  services  through  the  winter 
erf  1975.  The  Cennmlssion  issued  the  cer¬ 
tificate  to  Mich  Cwi  by  its  order  in 
Docket  No.  CP74-157  et  al..  Issued  on 

September  6,  1974  (52  FE*C _ ).  Mich 

Con  was  authorized  to  store  up  to  19.6 
million  Mcf  during  the  1974  storage  sea¬ 
son  by  the  September  6,  1974,  order.  In 
the  Instant  order  the  Commission  will 
authorize  continuation  of  the  previously 
authorized  storage  arrangements  tor  an 
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stdditional  year  pursnant  to  another  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  Issued  to  Mich  Con,  requested  by  the 
application  In  Docket  No.  CP7&-199.  In 
addition,  Mich  Ccxi  is  requesting,  and  the 
Commission  Is  granting.  auth(Hization 
to  store  an  additional  9  million  Mcf  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  application  of  Mich  Con  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-200.  Mich  Ccm  Is  fur¬ 
ther  requesting  authorization  to  decrease 
the  9  million  Mcf  authorization  to  5  mil¬ 
lion  Mcf  during  the  1976  storage  injec¬ 
tion  period,  in  the  iq>plication  in  Docket 
No.  CP75-200. 

ITie  Commission  by  order  issued  on 
January  3.  1975,  in  Docket  No.  CP74- 
306,  et  al.  (53  F?C  — ).  authorized 
another  2  million  Mcf  storage  service 
performed  by  Mich  Con  for  Panhandle 
during  the  1974  storage  injection  period. 
Mich  Con  had  begun  receiving  gas  pur¬ 
suant  to  emergency  authorizations.  For 
the  Panhandle  storage  service  Mich  Con 
had  also  requested  a  Section  1(c)  ex¬ 
emption,  but  was  granted  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7(c) .  Mich  Con  has  re¬ 
cently  applied  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  to  continue 
the  service  to  Panhandle  for  the  1975 
storage  injection  period,  in  an  applica¬ 
tion  in  Docket  No.  CP75-339.  In  its  latest 
application  Mich  Con  requests  authori¬ 
zation  to  store  for  Panhandle  either  3.7 
million  Mcf  or  6.0  million  Mcf,  if  Pan¬ 
handle  chooses  to  exercise  a  contractual 
right  to  Increase  storage  service. 

During  the  1974  storage  season  Mich 
Con  stored  iq>proxhnately  21.6  million 
Mcf  pursuant  to  Commission  authoriza¬ 
tion;  during  the  1975  storage  season 
Mich  Con  is  requesting  authorization  to 
store  between  32.3  miUloa  and  36.3  mil¬ 
lion  Mcf.  For  the  1976  storage  season 
Mich  C<m  has  so  far  only  requested  au¬ 
thorization  to  store  up  to  5  million  Mcf. 

Mich  Ccm  has  been  authorized  to  store 
substantial  amounts  of  natural  gas  by 
performing  services  subject  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  jurisdicticm.  Mich  Con  accord¬ 
ing  to  a  record  compiled  before  this  Com¬ 
mission  has  a  substantial  storage 
capacity  which  is  being  used  as  author¬ 
ize  by  this  Commission. 

The  situation  with  respect  to  Mich 
Ccm’s  status  as  a  “natural-gas  company” 
may  thus  be  brought  into  question.  If 
Mich  Con  has  such  a  large  storage  ca¬ 
pacity,  why  should  Its  affiliate,  Mich 
Wise,  be  permitted  to  build  additional 
storage  capacity,  while  Mich  Con  is  per¬ 
mitted  to  remove  its  capacity  from  the 
interstate  system?  Is  Intemtate  gas 
commingled  in  a  stream  with  intrastate 
gas  in  Mich  Con’s  system?  If  so,  this 
Cmnmlsslon  may  have  greater  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  Mich  Con’s  system  than  it  has 
been  exercising.  Should  the  Commission 
extend  its  regulatory  powers  over  Mich 
Con  to  an  Mich  Con’s  storage  service,  or 
beyond,  to  Mich  Con’s  entire  system  or 
some  other  pert  thereof?  Does  the  Com¬ 
mission  have  authority  to  determine 
whether  Mich  Con  i^ould  be  permitted 
to  decrease  its  storage  service  to  5  mil- 
Uon  Mcf  from  over  30  million  Mcf,  or 
may  the  Commission  make  a  determina¬ 
tion  based  only  on  whether  5  mfilion  Mcf 


of  storage  should  be  authorized  without 
considering  the  substantial  decrease  in 
service?  To  what  extent  are  natimd  gas 
companies  subject  to  the  Commission’s 
jiulsdiction  paying  for  natural  gas  facili¬ 
ties  that  are  to  be  used  in  Intrastate 
conunerce?  Was  Mich  Con  authorized  to 
develop  storage  capacity  in  excess  of  that 
required  for  its  intrastate  operations? 
If  Mich  Con  could  recoup  its  costs  of  de¬ 
veloping  storage  facilities  from  interstate 
natural  gas  companies,  then  retire  the  fa¬ 
cilities  from  interstate  service,  should 
Mich  Wise  be  permitted  to  build  addi¬ 
tional  storage  facilities  when  Mich  Con 
has  such  excess  capacity?  Should  the 
Commission  regulate  Mich  Con’s  entire 
storage  operations,  or  its  entire  system 
not  devoted  to  distribution  of  natural 
gas,  in  order  to  oversee  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  the  rates  being 
charged? 

Certainly  all  gas  received  by  Mich  Con 
is  not  received  and  ultimately  consumed 
within  the  state  of  Michigan,  as  orig¬ 
inally  foimd  by  the  order  of  February  3, 
1955,  in  Docket  No.  0-6507  granting  the 
section  1(c)  exemption.  Fuilhermore, 
there  is  no  evidence  on  the  record  in 
this  proceeding  that  the  Michigan  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Commission  is  exercising  reg¬ 
ulatory  jurisdiction  over  the  rates,  serv¬ 
ice  and  facilities  of  Mich  Con,  at  least 
to  the  extent  of  Mich  Con’s  storage  oper¬ 
ations.  Even  if  the  Michigan  Commission 
is  exercising  jurisdiction  over  the  stor¬ 
age  operations,  this  Commission  may 
properly  have  such  Jurisdiction,  or  even 
jurisdiction  extendi^  beyond  the  stor¬ 
age  operations.  As  a  result  of  the  fore¬ 
going,  the  Commission  deems  it  proper 
in  this  proceeding  to  inquire  into  Mich 
Con’s  regulatory  status.  The  questions 
suggested  above,  as  well  as  any  other 
questions  relevant  to  Mich' Con’s  status 
are  the  proper  subject  of  inquiry  in  this 
proceeding. 

Notice  of  the  applications  and  petition 
to  amend  In  this  proceeding  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  as 
follows: 

Docket  No.  CP7a-a79  on  February  ao,  1976 
(40  FR  749a). 

Docket  No.  CP76-a74  on  April  9,  1976  (40 
FR  16146). 

Docket  No.  CP74-S16  on  July  22,  1974  (89 
FR  26669). 

Docket  No.  CP7&-188  on  January  16.  1976 
(40  FR  2768). 

Docket  No.  CP76-106  on  January  16,  1976 
(40  FR  8767). 

Docket  No.  CP74-817  on  July  2,  1974  (89  FR 
24426). 

Docket  No.  CP76-21  on  August  22,  1974  (39 
FR  30381). 

Docket  No.  CP76-287  on  March  26,  1976  (89 
FR  13266). 

Docket  Nob.  CP76-199  and  CP76-a00  on  Jan¬ 
uary  17, 1976  (40  FR  8044) . 

Petitions  to  intervene  were  submitted 
as  follows: 

Dockr  No.  CP7a-37e 

Dlinols  Power  Ck>mpany  ■ 
lowa-minolB  Oas  and  Bectrio  Company* 
Iowa  Power  and  Ught  Company  (Iowa 
Power) 

Iowa  Southern  UtiUtlee  Company 
Mich  ^sc 

The  Peoples  Oas  Light  and  Coke  Company 
and  North  Shore  Oas  Company 


DOCKXT  No.  CP76-199 

Michigan  Public  Service  Commission  (Notice 
of  Intervention) 

Mich  Wise 

Natural 

Nlpsco 

Northern 

Peoples 

CONSOUDATED  PR0CXEDIW08 

Iowa  state  Commerce  Commission  (Notice 
of  Intervention) 

Michigan  Public  Service  Commission  (Notice 
of  Intervention) 

Public  Service  Commission  of  Wisconsin 
(Notice  of  Intervention) 

Associated  Natural  Oas  Company 
Cedar  Falls,  Iowa,  Board  of  Trustees  of  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Oas  Utility  of. 

Central  Telephone  &  Utilities  Corporation 

City  Oas  Company 

Duluth,  Cltyof 

Oreely  Oas  Company 

Interstate  Power  Company  * 

Illinois  Power  Company 

lowa-minols  Oas  and  Bectrlc  Company 

Iowa  Power  and  Light  Company  * 

Iowa  PubUc  Service  Company 
Iowa  Southern  Utilities  Company 
Lake  Superior  District  Power  Company 
Michigan  Oas  Utilities  Company 
Michigan  Power  Company 
Minnesota  Oas  Company 
Northern  lUlnois  Oas  Company 
Nlpsco 

Northern  States  Power  Company  (Minnesota) 
Northern  States  Power  Company  (Wisconsin) 
North  Central  Public  Service  Co.,  Division  of 
Donovan  Companies,  Inc. 

Northwestern  Public  Service  Company 
Omaha,  Metropolitan  Utilities  District  of 
Peoples 

Peoples  Natural  Oas  Dlvlsl<m  of  Northern 
Natural  Oas  Company 

St.  Croix  Valley  Natural  Oas  Company,  Inc. 
Transcanada  Pipelines  Limited 
Watertown,  South  Dakota,  Municipal  Utili¬ 
ties  Department  of  the  Chty  of 
Wlsconsm  Fuel  and  Light  Company 
Wisconsin  Oas  Company 
Wisconsin  Michigan  Power  Company  and 
Wisconsin  Natural  Oas  Company 
Wisconsin  Power  and  Light  Company 
Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corporation 

No  further  petitions  to  Intervene,  notices 
of  intervention  or  protests  to  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  the  applications  or  petition  to 
amend  have  been  filed. 

At  a  hearing  held  on  May  28, 1975,  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  received 
and  made  a  part  of  the  record  in  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  In  Docket  Nos.  CP75-199  and 
CP72-279  all  evidence  submitted  in  sup¬ 
port  of  said  filings,  including, the  appli¬ 
cations  and  exhibits  thereto,  ^e  Com¬ 
mission  believes  that  a  formal  hearing 
should  be  convened  to  develop  a  complete 
record  in  a  consolidated  proceeding  re¬ 
lating  to  all  other  dockets  reported  here¬ 
in.  The  applications  and  exhibits  thereto 
submitted  in  the  proceedings  hi  Docket 
Nos.  CP75-182  and  CP75-237  have  been 
made  a  part  of  the  record  in  the  proceed¬ 
ings  in  those  dockets  only  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  grant  authorization  for  the 
short-term  transportation  and  storage 
arrangements  requested  in  said  applica¬ 
tions. 

TJie  Commission  finds.  (1)  Em^en- 
cles  exist  on  the  systems  of  Mich  Wise, 
Northern  and  Natural. 


•Late. 


FEDEtAL  KEGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  Ill— MONDAY,  JUNE  9.  1975 


•  NOTICES 


24567 


(2)  The  emergency  that  exists  on 
Northern’s  system  is  such  that  the  tem¬ 
porary  certificate  Issued  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-21  should  be  amended  to  permit 
temporary  operation  of  the  facilities  for 
which  construction  authorization  was 
granted. 

(3)  Mich  Wise,  a  Delaware  corporation 
having  its  principal  place  of  business  in 
Detroit,  Michigan,  is  a  “natural-gas  com¬ 
pany”  within  the  meaning  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  as  heretofore  found  by  the 
Commission  in  its  order  of  November  30, 
1946,  in  Docket  No.  G-669  (5  FPC  953). 

(4)  Northern,  a  Delaware  corporation 
having  its  principal  place  of  business  in 
Omaha,  Nebraska,  is  a  “natural-gas  com¬ 
pany"  within  the  meaning  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  as  heretofore  found  by  the 
Commission  in  its  order  of  April  6,  1943, 
in  Docket  No.  G-280  (3  PPC  967) . 

(5)  Mich  Con,  a  Michigan  corporation 
having  its  principal  place  of  business  in 
Detroit,  Michigan,  is  a  “natural-gas  com¬ 
pany”  within  the  meaning  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  the  purpose  of  the  storage 
service  continuation  of  which  is  proposed 
in  the  application  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
199  which  storage  service  extends  from 
the  end  of  authorization  granted  by  Com¬ 
mission  order  Issued  in  Docket  No.  CP74- 
157,  et  al.,  on  September  6, 1974  (52  PPC 

),  to  March  1,  1976.  Consolidated 
was  foimd  to  be  a  “natural-gas  company” 
in  sEdd  September  6,  1974,  order  for  the 
purpose  of  the  storage  service  continua¬ 
tion  of  which  is  proposed  herein. 

(6)  The  service  described  in  Mich 
Con’s  application  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
199  is  to  be  in  interstate  commerce,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  the  performance  of  said  serv¬ 
ice  is  subject  to  the  requirements  of 
subsections  (c)  and  (e)  of  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(7)  ’Hie  one-year  transportation  and 
storage  service  proposed  by  Mich  Wise  in 
its  application  in  Docket  No.  C:P75-182 
for  Nlpsco,  Northern.  Natural  and  Peo¬ 
ples  is  to  be  in  Interstate  commerce, 
subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  the  performance  of  said  serv¬ 
ice  is  subject  to  the  requirements  of  sub¬ 
sections  (c)  and  (e)  of  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(8)  The  one-year  transportation  and 
storage  arrangement  between  Northern 
and  Mich  Wise  and  the  one-year  ex¬ 
change  arrangement  between  Northern 
and  Great  Lakes  proposed  in  Northern’s 
application  in  Docket  No.  CP78-337  are 
to  be  in  Interstate  commerce,  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  and 
the  performance  of  said  arrangements 
Is  subject  to  the  requirements  of 
subsections  (c)  and  (e)  of  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

'  (9)  Mich  Wise,  Northern  and  Mich  Con 
are  able  and  willing  properly  to  do  the 
acts  and  to  perform  the  services  proposed 
and  to  conform  to  the  provisions  (rf  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  requlremmts, 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commission 
thereunder  with  respect  to  the  services 
described  in  paragraphs  (6),  (7)  and  (8) 
above. 

(10)  The  performance  of  the  services 
described  in  paragraphs  (6) .  (7)  and  (8) 


above  are  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  and  certificates 
therefor  should  be  issued  as  hereinafter 
ordered  and  conditioned. 

(11)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  issued  in  Docket  No.  CT72- 
279  to  Natural  be  amended  as  hereinafter 
ordered  and  conditioned. 

(12)  The  late  petitioners  to  intervene 
in  the  proceedings  reported  herein  are 
distributor  customers  in  the  service  area 
under  consideration  in  said  proceedings 
and  acceptance  of  their  petitions  for  fil¬ 
ing  will  not  delay  any  of  the  proceedings 
herein. 

(13)  Participation  by  all  petitioners  to 
intervene  may  be  in  the  public  interest 
in  the  proceedings  in  which  they  have 
filed  petitions. 

(14)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  to 
set  for  formal  public  hearing  and  to  con¬ 
solidate  the  proceedings  concerning  per¬ 
manent  authorizations  in  the  following 
dockets:  CP74-316.  CP74-317,  CP75-21, 
CP75-182.  CP7S-195.  CP75-200.  CP75- 
237  and  CP75-274. 

(15)  A  prehearing  conference  should 
be  convened  at  which  may  be  discussed, 
in  addition  to  the  matters  set  forth  in 
§  1.8  of  the  ndes  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  any  request  for  clarification  of  the 
facts  presented  by  the  applications. 

The  Commission  orders.  <A>  Upon  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  this  order,  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  is  issued  to  Mich  Con  authorizing 
the  transportation  and  storage  of  natural 
gas  as  hereinbefore  described  and  as 
more  fully  described  in  the  application 
in  Docket  No.  CP75-199. 

(B)  Upon  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
this  order  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  is  issued  authorizing 
Mich  Wise  to  continue  for  an  additional 
one-year  period  the  short-term  transpor¬ 
tation  and  storage  services  for  Nipsco, 
Northern,  Natural  and  Peoples,  as  here¬ 
inbefore  described  and  as  more  fully  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  application  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-182. 

(C)  The  certificate  issued  in  para¬ 
graphs  (A)  and  (B)  above  and  the  rights 
granted  thereunder  are  conditioned  upon 
Nlpeco’s  and  Peoples’  filing  for  and  re¬ 
ceiving  related  authorization  from  this 
Commission. 

(D)  A  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  is  issued  upon  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  this  order  authorizing 
Northern  to  continue  for  one  year  its 
short-term  transportation  and  storage 
arrangement  with  Mich  Wise  and  its  ex¬ 
change  arrangement  with  Great  Lakes, 
as  hereinbefore  described  and  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  iMppllcatlon  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-237. 

(E)  The  certificates  Issued  in  para¬ 
graphs  (A).  (B)  and  (D)  above  and  the 
rights  granted  thereunder  are  condi¬ 
tioned  upon  Mich  Wise’s.  Northern’s  and 
Mich  Con’s  compliance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  Commission  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  partlculaiiy  the 
general  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in 


Part  154  and  paragraphs  (a)  and  (e)  of 
S  157.20  of  such  regulations. 

(P)  The  Commission’s  order  Issued  in 
Docket  No.  CP72-279  is  amended  as  re¬ 
quested  in  Natural’s  application  in  said 
docket  conditioned  to  the  extent  that, 
should  the  16  percent  factor  for  the  rate 
of  return  and  Federal  income  tax  calcu¬ 
lation  requested  in  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  RP74-96  be  alter©:!  in  that 
proceeding,  such  adjustment  shall^be  re- 
fiected  in  the  derivation  of  the  10-cent 
per  Mcf  storage  charge  proposed  herein. 
In  all  other  respects  said  order  shall  re¬ 
main  in  full  force  and  effect. 

(G)  The  Eimendment  to  the  certificate 
issued  in  paragraph  (P)  above  is  con¬ 
ditioned  upon  Natural’s  compliance  with 
Part  154  of  the  Commission’s  regulations. 

(H)  The  temporary  certificate  issued 
to  Northern  in  Docket  No.  (JP75-21  by 
letter  order  of  March  13.  1975,  which 
authorized  construction  but  not  opera¬ 
tion  of  facilities  estimated  to  cost 
$5,020,400.  is  amended  to  permit  North¬ 
ern  to  operate  said  facilities.  In  all  other 
respects  said  order  shall  remain  in  full 
force  and  effect. 

(I)  A  temporary  certificate  is  Issued 
to  Mich  Wise  authorizing  the  acquisition 
and  development  of  the  Muttonville 
Field  and  the  construction  and  operation 
of  the  related  facilities  as  set  forth  in 
Phase  I  (1975-1976)  in  the  application 
in  Docket  No.  CT75-316  ($9,778,000  esti¬ 
mated  cost) . 

(J)  The  temporary  certificate  issued 
in  paragraph  (I)  above  and  the  rights 
granted  thereimder  are  conditioned  upon 
Mich  Wise’s  compliance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  Commission  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  particularly  the 
general  terms  and  conditions  of  para¬ 
graphs  (c)(1),  (c)(3), (c)(4)  and  (d)  of 
§  157.20  of  such  regulations.  'The  con¬ 
struction  and  acquisition  authorized 
shall  be  completed  within  cme  year  from 
the  date  of  this  order  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (b)  of  §  157.20. 

(K)  'Ihe  maximum  Inventory  of  the 
Muttonville  Field  at  14.73  psla  and  60 
degrees  Fahrenheit  and  the  maximum 
shut-in  pressure  of  the  field  during  the 
period  of  the  authorization  specified  in 
paragraph  (I)  above  shall  in  no  event 
exceed  13.387,419  Mcf  and  1575  pslg, 
respectively. 

(L)  Mich  Wise  shall  file  semi  annual 
reports  (to  coincide  with  termination  of 
injection  and  withdrawal  cycles)  con¬ 
taining  the  following  information  on 
proposed  operations: 

(a)  The  volumes  of  gas  injected  and  with¬ 
drawn  each  month  and  the  corresponding 
total  voiume  in  each  of  the  reservoirs. 

(b)  The  nuucimum  daUy  injection  and 
withdrawal  rates  experienced  dtirlng  the 
cycle. 

(c)  The  shut-in  reeervoir  or  wellhead  pres¬ 
sure  of  each  well  in  each  of  the  storage  fields 
and  the  average  of  such  pressures  for  each 
held. 

(d)  A  map  of  the  most  recent  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  underground  8tructtu*e  which  map 
need  not  be  filed  if  there  is  no  material 
change  from  the  map  previously  filed. 

(e)  A  tabulation  of  weUs  drilled,  cleaned, 
or  recompleted  with  subsea  depth  of  forma- 
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tion  and  ciMrtng  aettlngs  and  copies  of  any 
new  core  analysis  tiaok  pressure  tests  or 
electlc  logs. 

Reports  shall  continue  to  be  filed  semi¬ 
annually  until  the  shut-in  wellhead 
pressure  has  reached  or  closely  approxi¬ 
mated  the  maTimiim  shut-ln  wellhead 
pressure  permitted  in  this  order  and 
thereafter  imtil  two  additional  injection 
and  withdrawal  cycles  have  be^  com- 
plete^.  Upon  completion  of  these  two 
cycles,  the  filing  of  r^iorts  shall  be  dis¬ 
continued  unless  otherwise  ordered  by 
the  Commission. 

(M)  Mich  Wise  shall  use  metal  tanks 
for  containing  drilling  mud  during  drill¬ 
ing  and  workover  operations  at  all  sites 
at  the  Muttonville  Field. 

(N)  A  temporary  certificate  is  issued 
to  Great  Lakes  to  transport  up  to  90,000 
Mcf  for  Mich  Wise  during  the  1975  stor¬ 
age  injection  cycle  and  to  construct  and 
o(>erate  only  those  facilities  (estimated 
cost — $2,997,000)  related  to  the  first  year 
transportation  service  described  in  the 
application  in  Docket  No.  CP74-317. 
Facilities  shall  be  constructed  and  placed 
in  actual  operation  one  year  from  the 
order. 

(O)  The  tanporary  certificate  issued 
to  Great  Lakes  is  conditioned  upon  com¬ 
pliance  with  all  applicable  CTommisslon 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  particularly  the  general  terms  and 
conditions  set  forth  in  paragrt^hs  (c) 
(1) ,  (c)  (3) ,  and  (c)  (4)  of  §  157.20  of  the 
regulati<ms. 

(P)  A  temporary  certificate  is  issued 
to  Mich  Wise  to  construct  and  operate 
the  facilities  proposed  for  the  long-term 
transportatiem  and  storage  arrangements 
described  in  the  application  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-182  (estimated  cost — $26,641,760) 
and  to  transport  and  store  gas  for  North¬ 
ern,  Natural  and  Peoples  during  the  1975 
injection  season  as  proposed  in  Docket 
No.  CP75-182.  Facilities  shall  be  con¬ 
structed  and  placed  in  actual  operation 
within  one  year  from  the  date  of  this 
order. 

(Q)  The  authorization  granted  in 
paragraph  (P)  above  in  relation  to  the 
storage  service  for  Peoples  is  conditioned 
upon  Peoples’  applying  for  applicable  au¬ 
thorization  from  this  Commi^on. 

(R)  A  temporary  certificate  is  issued 
to  Mich  Con  authorizing  it  to  store  up  to 
9  million  Mcf  of  gas  for  Mich  Wise  in 
1975,  as  more  fully  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  in  Docket  No.  CP75-200. 

(8)  Temporary  certificates  are  Issued 
to  Northern  and  Natural  authorizing 
only  the  delivery  of  gas  to  Mich  Wise 
lor  storage  during  the  1975  storage  In¬ 
jection  cycle,  as  more  fully  described  in 
Northern’s  application  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-237  and  Natural’s  application  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-274. 

(T)  The  temporary  certificates  issued 
to  Mich  Wise  in  paragraphs  (I)  and  (P) 
above,  to  Great  Lakes  in  paragraph  (N) 
above  and  to  Mich  Con  in  paragraph  (R) 
above  are  granted  upon  the  condition 
that  the  cost  of  the  facilities  or  service 
authorized  shall  not  be  included  in  the 
grantee’s  rate  base  until  permanent  au¬ 
thorization  for  the  construction  and  op¬ 


eration  of  said  facilities  and  for  the  serv¬ 
ice  proposed  has  been  Issued  by  the  C(un- 
mlsslon.  Issuance  of  said  temporary  au¬ 
thorization  is  without  prejudice  to  such 
final  disposition  of  the  applications  for 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  as  the  record  may  require. 

(U)  All  petitioners  to  Intervene  are 
permitted  to  intervene  in  all  the  proceed¬ 
ings  in  which  they  have  filed  petitions 
to  Intervene  subject  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however.  That  participation  by  such  in¬ 
terveners  shall  be  limited  to  matters  af¬ 
fecting  asserted  rights  amd  interests  as 
specifically  set  forth  in  the  petitions  to 
intervene:  And  provided,  further.  That 
the  admission  of  such  interveners  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  they  ipight  be  ag¬ 
grieved  because  of  any  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(V)  For  the  purpose  of  determining 

whether  certificates  of  public  conveni¬ 
ence  and  necessity  should  be  granted  for 
the  long-term  proposals  and  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  determining  the  regulatory  status 
of  Mich  Con,  as  hereinbefore  described, 
the  proceedings  in  the  following  Docket 
Nos.  are  consolidated  for  formal  hear¬ 
ing:  CP74-316,  CT»74-317,  CP75-21, 

CP75-182,  CP75-195,  CP75-200,  CP75-237 
and  CP75-274.  The  proceeding  is  to  be 
designated  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 
Company,  et  al..  Docket  Nos.  CP74-316, 
et  al. 

(W)  All  applicants  and  all  supporting 
interveners  shall  file  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  comprising  their  cases-in-chief  on 
or  before  July  15, 1975. 

(X)  A  pre-hearing  conference  is  to  be 
convened  on  September  3,  1975,  10:00 
ajn.,  e.d.t.  at  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  to  discuss  proce¬ 
dural  issues  and  for  clarification  as  noted 
in  this  order. 

(Y)  A  formal  hearing  shall  be  con¬ 
vened  in  the  proceeding  in  Docket  No. 
CP74-316,  et  al.,  in  a  hearing  room  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  on  September  23.  1975,  at  10:00 
a.m.,  (e.d.t.) .  The  Presiding  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  to  be  designated  by  the 
Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge  for  the 
purpose — see  Delegation  of  Authority  18 
CFR  3.5(d) — shall  preside  at  the  hesuing 
in  this  proceeding  and  shall  prescribe 
relevant  procedures  not  herein  provided. 

By  the  Ccmunlssion. 

[SEALl  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.76-14916  Piled  6-6-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9379} 

NIAGARA  MOHAWK  POWER  CORP. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Approving 
Proposed  Rate  Schedule,  Granting  Pe¬ 
tition  To  Intervene,  and  Denying  Motion 
of  Town  of  Massena 

June  2, 1975. 

On  April  14,  1975,  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corporation  (Niagara)  submitted 


for  filing  as  a  rate  schedule  a  transmis¬ 
sion  agreement  dated  March  7.  1975,  be¬ 
tween  Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corpora¬ 
tion  and  Consolidated  Edison  Company 
of  New  York,  Inc.  The  service  to  be 
rendered  by  Niagara  provides  for  the 
transmission  of  power  and  energy  be¬ 
tween  Niagara’s  transmission  connec¬ 
tion  with  Rochester  Gas  and  Electric 
Corporation  (Rochester)  and  Niagara’s 
transmission  connecti<m  with  Consoli¬ 
dated  Edison  Company  of  New  York,  Inc. 
(Edison),  Pleasant  Valley  345  Kv  Sub¬ 
station. 

Edison  agrees  to  pay  Niagara  at  the 
rate  of  $38.00  per  megawatt  per  day  of 
contract  demand  then  in  effect,  not  to 
exceed  150  megawatts  per  day.  The  esti¬ 
mated  additional  revenues  total  $1,668,- 
219  from  October  27,  1974,  the  proposed 
effective  date  through  October  31,  1975, 
the  period  covered  by  the  Agreement. 
Niagara  requests  the  Commission  waive 
its  regulation  with  respect  to  prior  notice 
and  that  October  27,  1974,  be  designated 
the  effective  date  of  the  Agreement. 

Niagara’s  April  14,  1975,  filing  was 
noticed  mi  April  18,  1975,  with  any  pro¬ 
tests,  comments,  or  petitions  to  intervene 
due  on  or  before  May  5,  1975.  The  Town 
of  Massena.  New  York,  filed  May  5,  1975 
a  Protest  and  Petition  to  intervene,  a 
Motion  to  reject  the  rate  schedule  filing, 
or,  in  the  alternative,  to  suspend  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  rate  schedule  for  five 
months  and  to  order  a  hearing. 

Massena,  New  Yoik,  a  mimicipality 
whose  residents  are  currently  served 
electric  power  by  Niagara  Mohawk  at  re¬ 
tail,  desires  to  acquire  the  electrical  dis¬ 
tribution  facilities  of  Niagara  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  municipally  owned  and  operated 
electric  system.  Massena  alleges  that 
Niagara  Mohawk,  in  the  face  of  Mas- 
sena’s  expressed  desire  to  negotiate  a 
transmission  agreement,  refuses  to  enter 
into  meaningful  discussion  leading  to 
contractual  arrangements.  As  a  result, 
Massena  contends  Niagara  has  refused 
to  wheel  energy  to  it;  while  the  Agree¬ 
ment,  the  subject  of  this  docket,  “is  an 
Integral  part  of  an  Interstate  program 
and  combination  to  monopolize  the  elec¬ 
tric  utility  industry’’,  (p.  8)  Specifically. 
Massena  states  that  the  revenues  gen¬ 
erated,  if  this  filing  is  accepted  and  ap¬ 
proved,  “will  be  unlawfully  used  by  the 
Company  to  strengthen  its  monopolistic 
position  over  transmission  in  the  Mas¬ 
sena  service  area”  and  in  the  further¬ 
ance  thereof.  “•  •  •  to  resist  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  municipal  electric  system 
in  Massena  *  *  *”  (p.  10)  Massena  con¬ 
cedes  the  Ciunmission  does  not  have  the 
authority  to  compel  Niagara  to  enter 
into  a  contractual  transmission  system 
with  Massena,*  but  does  request  the 
C<xnmlsslon  permit  Massena  to  Inter¬ 
vene  in  the  proceeding,  reject  the  April 
14.  1975,  filing  of  Nia^ra,  or.  In  the 
alternative,  withhold  its  acceptance 
pending  hearing,  or  suspend  operatkm  of 
the  filing  for  five  months  and  order  a 
hearing,  and  order  a  conference  of  the 
parties  to  negotiate  an  agreement  for  the 
protectl(Hi  of  Consolidated  Edison. 
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Consolidated  Edison,  on  May  19,  1975, 
filed  in  this  docket,  an  amended  answer 
to  the  protest  petition  to  Intervene  and 
motion  of  the  Town  of  Massena.  Con  Ed 
contends  therein  that  Massena  has  not 
addressed  itself  to  the  merits  of  the 
transmission  contract  between  Niagara 
and  Con  Ed,  but  rather,  is  concerned  with 
anticompetitive  allegations  against  Ni¬ 
agara  which  are  irrelevant  to  the  issue 
presented  to  the  Commission  in  the  filing 
of  the  rate  schedule.  Specifically,  the 
proper  issue  for  Uie  Commission’s  con¬ 
sideration  is  whether  the  rate  proposed 
herein  is  Just  and  reasonable,  as  well  as 
free  from  undue  preference  and  discrim¬ 
ination. 

Similarly,  Niagara  Mohawk  filed  an 
answer  in  opposition  to  the  requested 
intervention  by  the  Town  of  Massena  on 
May  19, 1975.  According  to  Niagara,  Mas¬ 
sena  does  not  seriotisly  object  to  the  elec¬ 
tric  transmission  service  by  Niagara  to 
Con  Ed  and,  in  fact,  cannot  possibly  suf¬ 
fer  adverse  consequences  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  service.  Moreover,  Niagara  main¬ 
tains  Massaia’s  petition  should  be  denied 
for  falling  to  provide  substantive  groimds 
to  support  its  anticompetitive  allegations. 
Ultimately,  the  filing  imder  consideration 
is  unrelated  to  those  allegations,  it  adds. 

TTie  Commission’s  review  of  Nisigara 
Mohawk’s  filing  indicates  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  schedule  is  Just  and  reason¬ 
able  and  is  indeed  free  of  imdue  prefer¬ 
ence  and  discrimination  and  shall  there¬ 
fore  be  accepted  for  filing  and  approved. 
Hie  requested  waiver  of  the  Conunission 
regulation  requiring  prior  notice  will  be 
granted,  thus  permitting  an  effective  date 
of  October  27, 1974. 

Although  we  find  that  granting  Mas- 
sena’s  petition  to  intervene  by  Massena 
may  be  in  the  public  interest,  we  find  that 
the  Motion  for  rejection  or  suspension 
should  be  denied.  After  careful  re^w,  we 
believe  the  latter  does  not  address  the 
issue  presented  for  considerati<m  imder 
this  filing,  that  is,  whether  the  proixised 
rate  schedule  for  the  Niagara  transmis¬ 
sion  service  between  Rochester  and  Con 
Ed  provides  for  Just  and  reasonable  rates 
consistent  with  the  public  interest.  Mas- 
sraa’s  argiunent  is  basically  that  Niagara 
is  acting  in  an  antloomp^tive  manner 
because  it  refuses  to  agree  to  wheel 
PASNT  power  to  Massena  in  the  event 
that  Massena  establishes  a  municipal 
electric  distribution  system.  Massena 
argues  that  it  it  therefore  appropriate  to 
reject  or  suspend  and  set  for  hearing 
Niagara’s  rate  schedule  for  service  to 
Consolidated  Edison  since  approval 
the  instant  rate  schedule  “will  financially 
strengthen  Niagara”  in  its  alleged  efforts 
to  “resist  the  establishment  of  a  mxinlcl- 
pal  electric  system  in  Massena  through 
advertising,  legislative  efforts  in  New 
York,  and  in  its  dealings  with  PASNY.” 

Our  review  of  Massena’s  pleadings,  and 
the  responses  thereto,  indicates  that  a 
reascmable  and  sufficient  nexus  has  not 
been  established  by  Massena  between  the 
alleged  monopolistic,  anticompetitive 
practices  and  designs  of  Niagara  and  the 
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proposed  electric  transmission  service 
agreement  herein  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Moreover,  without  demonstrating 
substantial  anticompetitive  practices, 
Massena  has  failed  to  indicate  what  pos¬ 
sible  harm  it  will  experience  as  the  result 
of  the  instant  rate  schedule  filing.  As 
conceded  by  Massena.  the  Commission  is 
not  authorized  to  compel  Niagara  to  enter 
into  an  agreement  to  provide  electric 
transmission  service  to  Massena.*  Mas¬ 
sena’s  desire  to  establish  a  municipally 
owned  and  operated  electric  distribution 
system  is  unrelated  to  the  immediate 
issue  raised  in  this  filing. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  for  the  Commission  to  accept  for 
filing  Niagara’s  April  14,  1975,  proposed 
rate  schedule  and  to  permit  it  to  become 
effective  October  27,  1974,  waiving  the 
prior  notice  requirement  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  Town 
of  Massena,  New  York’s  May  5,  1975, 
petition  to  intervene  and  to  deny  its  mo¬ 
tion  to  reject  or  suspend  the  operation  of 
the  rate  schedule. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  particularly  section  205  thereof,  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  the  Commission 
hereby  accepts  for  filing  Niagara  Mo¬ 
hawk’s  April  14.  1975,  proposed  rate 
schedule  and  permits  it  to  berome  effec¬ 
tive  October  27,  1974,  waiving  the  prior 
notice  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Regulations. 

(B)  The  Commission  hereby  grants 
the  Town  ot  Massena’s  May  5, 1975,  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  these  proceedings 
subject  to  the  rules  and  relations  of 
the  Commission:  Pro/oided,  however. 
That  participation  of  such  intervenor 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  interests  as  specifically 
set  forth  in  the  petition  to  intervene: 
And  provided,  further,  Hiat  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  such  intervenor  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  the  Ctxnmlssion 
that  they  might  be  aggrieved  because  of 
any  order  or  orders  of  the  Commission 
entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(C)  Mass^ia’s  motion  to  reject  or  sus¬ 
pend  Niagara’s  filing  is  denied. 

(D)  Hie  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publlcatiim  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  CtHnmlssicm 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Pluhb, 

Secretarv. 

[FB  Doc.75-14900  FUed  e-»-76;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CSTl-S] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  Ca  AND 
JOHN  L  CRAWFORD 

Complaint  and  Request  for  an  Order  To 
Show  Cause 

Mat  30, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  19,  1975, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  (C(Hn- 


*  otter  Tan,  supra. 


plainant),  2223  Dodge  Street.  Omaha, 
Nebraska  68102,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CS71-6  pursuant  to  1 1.6  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  C7FR  1.6)  a  ccHnplaint  alleging  that 
John  L.  Crawford  (Defendant)  has  vio¬ 
lated  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  9  157.18  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  thereunder  (18  CFR  157.18) 
by  attempting  to  abandon  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  underlying  certain  acreage 
dedicated  to  Complainant  and  request¬ 
ing  that  the  Commission  issue  an  order 
requiring  Defendant  to  show  cause  why 
he  should  not  be  held  to  be  in  violation  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  complaint  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

It  is  stated  that  Defendant  sold  gas  to 
Ctxnplainant  from  the  Davidson  Lease  in 
Ch-ockett  Coimty,  Texas,  pursuant  to  a 
contract  dated  June  19,  1964,  and  De¬ 
fendant’s  small  producer  c^ificate  of 
public  c(mvenlence  and  necessity  issued 
December  11, 1970,  in  the  subject  docket. 
Complainant  claims  that  on  August  12, 
1974,  at  which  time  gas  was  being  sold  to 
Complainant  in  interstate  commerce 
from  the  American  Petrofina  Davlds<m 
No.  1  in  the  Davidson  Lease,  De¬ 
fendant  executed  a  release  of  the  David¬ 
son  Lease  which  was  immediate  there¬ 
after  leased  to  Dow  Chemical  Company 
(Dow) .  Complainant  further  claims  thaJt 
two  weUs  are  now  being  operated  upon 
the  Davidson  Lease  (Joe  T.  Davidson,  Jr., 
Well  Nos.  1  and  3),  representing  an  ag¬ 
gregate  gas  fiow  approximating  8,700  Mcf 
per  day,  which  wells  were  completed  sub¬ 
sequent  to  Defendant’s  release  of  the 
Davidson  Lease.  Oranplainant  maintains 
that  since  the  Davlds(Hi  Lease  was  ex¬ 
clusively  committed  to  the  fulfillment 
of  the  June  19,  1964,  ccmtract  and  since 
production  continues  from  the  American 
Petrofina  Davidson  Well  No.  1  and  there¬ 
fore  said  contract  has  not  expired,  the 
present  leaseholder,  Dow,  and  the  wells* 
operator,  Dan  J.  Harrison,  Jr.,  have  pre¬ 
vented  the  reserves  underlying  said  wells 
from  being  included  in  said  contract. 
Complainant  alleges  that  Defendant  is 
obligated  under  the  June  19,  1964,  con¬ 
tract  to  sell  all  gas  fnxn  the  Davidson 
Lease  to  C(Hnplainant  and  to  notify  Ccxn- 
plalnant  prior  to  releasing  any  producing 
acreage  so  that  Complainant  might  ex-  ^ 
erclse  its  option  to  take  such  acreage  by ' 
assignment  fnnn  Defendant. 

Complainant  states  that  Defendant 
has  not  (1)  sold  to  Complainant  gas  pro¬ 
ducer  from  the  Joe  T.  Davidson,  Jr.  Well 
Nos.  1  and  3..(2)  notified  Complainant  in 
advance  of  the  release  of  the  Davidson 
Lease  so  that  Complainant  could  exer¬ 
cise  its  option,  or  (3)  sought  (tommlssion 
permission  and  approval  to  release  the 
acreage.  Complainant  concludes,  there¬ 
fore,  that  any  gas  which  presently  is  or 
which  in  the  future  may  be  produced 
from  the  Davidson  Well  Nos.  1  3 

must  be  delivered  to  Complainant. 

CcNnplainant  cites  Commission  X>pln- 
lon  No.  724  issued  March  18,  1975,  in 
Docket  No.  C174-331  (Blalr-Vreeland)  in 
support  of  the  poelti(Mi  that  a  producer 
must  obtain  Commission  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  dedicated  acreage  ^ 
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even  though  the  acreage  to  be  abandoned 
has  no  proven  natural  gas  attributable 
thereto.  Complainant  Interprets  Blair- 
Vredand  as  standing  for  the  proposition 
that  the  controlling  fact  is  whether  nat¬ 
ural  gas  has  ctmimenced  flowing  from 
any  part  of  the  dedicated  acreage. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
complaint  should  on  or  before  June  24, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C,  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  cm  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  apprc^riate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
msike  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  In  any  bearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kdtketh  F.  Plttkb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-i4»01  Pltod  •-«-76:8:4S  am] 

(Doskat  Me.  BPrt-88] 

NORTH  PENN  GAS  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
JirwE  2, 1975. 

On  May  21,  1975,  North  Penn  Gas 
Company  filed  a  motion  to  extend  the 
procedural  dates  fixed  by  order  issued 
Jime  28.  1974,  as  most  recently  modified 
by  notice  issued  April  9.  1975,  In  the 
above-designated  msitter  pending  Com¬ 
mission  action  in  the  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  filed  April  17, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  pro¬ 
cedural  dates  in  the  above  matter  are 
modified  as  foOows: 

Service  of  Intervenor’B  Testimony,  June  16, 

i»75. 

Service  of  Company  Bebnttal,  June  30, 1976. 
Bearing.  July  14, 1875  (10  a.m.,  edt) . 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

ELennkth  F.  Plxxmb, 
Secretary. 

|FB  Doe.75-1490a  Filed  6-6-75:8 :45  am] 


(Project  No.  S348,  Project  No.  2278] 

PACIFIC  NORTHWEST  POWER  CO.  AND 

WASHINGTON  PUBLIC  POWER  SUPPLY 

SYSTEM 

Extension  of  Tima 

Mat  29. 1975. 

Chi  May  19.  1975,  the  Makah  Indian 
Tribe  and  on  May  20, 1975,  the  UB.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  filed  motions  to 
extend  the  date  fcnr  filing  comments  to 
the  draft  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  Issued  February  14,  1975,  In  the 
above-designated  matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  date  fw  filing  comments 
in  the  above  matter  is  extended  to  and 
including  June  15. 1975. 

KsmiETH  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FB  Doe.78-1490S  Fllad  6-6-75;8:45  am] 
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(Docket  Koa.  BP71-119,  BF74-91-37] 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO.  AND 
COLUMBIA  BRICK  AND  TILE  CO. 

Order  Denying  Temporary  Extraordinary 
Relief,  Setting  Matters  for  Hearing, 
Granting  Interventions,  Making  Provi¬ 
sions  for  a  Conference  and  Pr^ribing 
Procedures 

JuNX  2,  1975. 

On  April  18.  1975,  Columbia  Brick  and 
Tile  Co.  (Ckilumbia  Brick)  filed  a  petition 
for  temporary  and  permanent  extraor¬ 
dinary  relief  from  the  natural  gas  cur¬ 
tailments  imposed  by  Panhandle  East¬ 
ern  Pipe  Line  CTompany  (Panhandle)  on 
Ckilumbia  Brick’s  plant  at  Columbia.  Mis¬ 
souri.  Columbia  Brick  is  a  direct  inter¬ 
ruptible  customer  of  Panhandle  and 
claims  that  Its  aforementioned  plant  has 
a  proven  production  capcudty  in  excess  of 
6,000,000  bricks  per  year.  Columbia  Brick 
in  its  petition  requests  that  It  be  afforded 
relief  that  would  permit  it  to  take  up  to 
1,000  Mcf  on  a  daily  basis  and  up  to 
12458  Mcf  on  a  monthly  basis.  It  further 
requests  that  the  first  500  Mcf  of  this 
volume  be  considered  as  being  firm  and 
placed  in  467-B  Category  No.  2  and  that 
the  second  600  Mcf  per  day  remain  in 
Category  No.  3.  The  preponderance  of  the 
relief  gas  requested  by  Columbia  Brick 
will  be  consumed  to  process  clay,  dry 
green  brick  and  to  fire  the  brick  to  com¬ 
pletion  in  the  kilns. 

The  curtailment  projections  reflected 
by  Columbia  Brick  in  its  petition  for  ex¬ 
traordinary  relief,  predicated  upon  Pan- 
handle’s  estimates,  indicate  that  it  will  be 
completely  curtailed  during  November 
and  December  1975  and  for  the  first  four 
months  of  1976. 

Columbia  Brick  also  notes  that  in  1974 
its  natural  gas  cost  for  the  year  was 
(44,000  and  that  this  was  16.93  percent 
of  its  cost  of  goods  produced.  It  alleges 
that  its  projected  propane  cost,  assuming 
the  necessity  for  it  to  consume  propane 
due  to  the  unavailtUsillty  of  natural  gas, 
would  be  $255,000  per  year  or  49.78  per¬ 
cent  of  its  cost  of  goods  produced.  A 
comparable  cost  for  fuel  oil  would  be 
$165J>00  per  jrear  <»-  43.53  percent  of  Its 
cost  of  goods  produced.  Columbia  Bilck 
asserts  that  this  significant  Increase  in 
cost  would  likely  bring  about  the  com¬ 
plete  shutdown  of  its  operation. 

Since  the  effectuation  of  curtailments 
on  the  Panhandle  system,  the  critical 
national  shortage  of  natural  gas  has 
necessitated  curtailments  of  increasing 
magnitudes  in  the  service  rendered  by 
Panhandle  and  other  interstate  pipeline 
to  both  their  direct  industrial  and  resale 
custmners.  The  likelihood  of  supply 
shortages  of  increasing  severity  continu¬ 
ing  Into  the  future  is  apparent. 

Panhandle’s  latest  curtailment  projec¬ 
tions  indicate  that  it  anticipates  curtail¬ 
ment  of  sixty  five  percent  of  its  467-B 
Category  No.  2  usage  diulng  December 

1975,  almost  ninety  percent  of  this  usage 
during  January  1976  and  72  percent  of 
the  gas  in  Category  in  February 

1976. 

It  has  often  been  our  practice  In  the 
past  to  provide  extraordinary  relief  peti¬ 
tioners  with  temporary  relief  pending 
hearing  and  a  final  determination  of 
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their  Individual  cases  on  the  merits.  Pro- 
visloti  for  such  temporary  relief  was  pro¬ 
vided  for  on  the  Panhandle  sjrstem  by 
the  (Commission  when  the  levels  of  cur¬ 
tailment  were  not  nearly  as  steep  as 
those  projected  in  recent  forecasts.  At 
that  time  the  system  still  had  the  flexi¬ 
bility  to  absorb  the  volumes  of  gas  that 
wwe  diverted  for  temporary  relief  to 
remedy  particular  hardship  situations. 
However,  Panhandle’s  recent  curtailment 
projectlmis  indicate  that  only  467-B 
Category  No.  1  usage  (residential  and 
small  commercial)  will  escape  severe 
curtailments  during  the  course  of  the 
1975-1976  winter-heating  season.  It 
would  thus  be  contrary  to  good  policy  to 
continue  to  provide  for  tenqxirary  ex¬ 
traordinary  relief  pending  hearing  with¬ 
out  the  strongest  justification  for  such  a 
course  of  action. 

In  the  circumstances  it  Is  difficult  to 
establish  an  adequate  basis  from  the  pe¬ 
tition  filed  by  Columbia  Brick  to  provide 
it  with  tbe  temporary  relief  it  seeks 
pending  bearing.  The  fact  that  Pan- 
handle’s  moat  recent  projeettons  indicate 
that  virtually  its  entire  industrial  load 
Inckslteig  ssseotial  mxioeBs  and  f cadatock 
usage  will  be  subje^  to  critical  IsvMs  of 
curtailment  under  its  effective  plan  next 
winter  necessarily  has  to  be  important 
factor  in  our  decision.'  H«ice,  after  con- 
slderlng  Oedumbta  Brick’s  petitiem  in  the 
context  of  the  over-all  sltuatlan.  the 
CTommlssion  is  compelled  to  deny  Its  pe¬ 
tition  for  temporary  extraordinary  relief 
pending  hearing. 

The  Oammissi(xi  will  set  Columbia 
Brick’s  petition  down  for  formal  hearing 
in  order  to  permit  a  decision  to  be  made 
on  the  merits  after  according  all  Inter¬ 
ested  peuiJes  with  the  c^n^rtuntty  to  de¬ 
velop  a  full  record  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  evidence  on  this  matter.  However, 
if  any  credence  Is  to  be  afforded  to  the 
latest  curtailment  projections  circulated 
by  Panhandle  it  seems  evident  that  sys¬ 
tem  supplies  will  fall  far  short  of  meet¬ 
ing  its  system  Industrial  requirements 
next  winter  Including  the  highest  prior¬ 
ity  industrial  usages  served  with  natural 
gas  provided  by  Panhandle.  A  scarcity  of 
supply  of  major  malmitude  will  be  a  di¬ 
lemma  that  C?olumUa  Brick  will  share 
with  all  other  industrials  dependent  upon 
Panhandle  for  natural  gas  service  next 
winter. 

It  is  difficult  to  determine  whether  or 
sot  anything  can  be  woilEed  out  to  help 
amellorlate  the  full  Impact  (m  the  severe 
Industrial  curtailment  forecast  by  Pan¬ 
handle  for  next  winter.  ’The  Commission 
wlU,  however,  mMce  provision  tor  an  In- 
f(»rmal  conference  to  be  held  preceding 
the  formal  hearing  it  will  schedule  with 
respect  to  Ccriumbia  Brick’s  petition  In 
order  to  exi^ore  the  possibility  as  to 
whether  or  not  any  course  of  action  or 
(^tlons  exist  that  mi^  tend  to  lessen  ttie 
difficulties  that  Cedumbia  Brick  and  other 
Industrial  customers  on  the  syston  can 
anticipate  next  winter. 


*  The  large  commercial  end  stonge  In  jeo-  , 
Uon  gse  In  Order  No.  4e7-B  Ostegorj  So.  9  ^ 
will  be  similarly  crttteaUy  afleeted. 
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The  petitioners  seeking  intervention 
have  alr^uly  been  permitted  to  intervene 
in  the  proceeding  relating  to  a  perma¬ 
nent  curtailment  plan  for  Panhandle  in 
Docket  No.  RP71-119.*  Since  many  of  the 
parties  in  the  latter  docket  may  also  wish 
to  participate  herein,  they  shall  also  be 
deemed  parties  in  Docket  No.  RP74-31-27 
with  all  of  the  attendant  rights  attached 
thereto.  However,  in  order  to  maintain 
orderly  procedures  any  intervener  de¬ 
siring  to  record  objections  and  protests 
to  the  requested  relief  must  file  a  formal 
protest  to  the  notice  of  petition  stating 
with  particularity  the  nature  of  its  objec¬ 
tion. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  The  public 
convenience  and  necessity  requires  that 
Columbia  Brick’s  request  for  t^porary 
extraordinary  relief  pending  hearing  be 
denied. 

(2)  It  is  in  the  public  interest  to  hold 
an  informal  conference  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  the  hearing  to  be  held 
in  connection  with  Columbia  Brick’s 
petition  to  determine  whether  or  not  any 
CH>tion8  exist  that  might  be  exercised  to 
alleviate  the  critical  shortage  facing  all 
Industries  on  Panhandle’s  system  this 
winter. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The  peti¬ 
tion  for  extraordinary  relief  filed  by 
Columbia  Brick  and  ’Tile  Company  is 
denied  to  the  extent  that  the  latter  com¬ 
pany  requested  temporary  relief  pend¬ 
ing  hearing. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  authority 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  partic¬ 
ularly  sections  4,  5,  15  and  16  thereof, 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  and  the  regulations  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  a  public  hearing 
will  be  held  on  Jime  18,  1975,  at  10  ajn. 
(est)  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426, 
concerning  the  application  for  extraor¬ 
dinary  relief  filed  in  this  proceeding  by 
Columbia  Brick  and  Tile  Company. 

(C)  An  Informal  pre-hearing  confer¬ 
ence  is  to  be  held  subsequent  to  the  copy¬ 
ing  of  the  prepared  testimony  into  the 
record  but  prior  to  the  cross-examination 
of  witnesses  between  the  Commission 
Staff,  the  pipeline,  and  any  parties  desir¬ 
ing  to  participate  in  such  a  conference 
In  order  to  determine  whether  or  not 
there  may  be  any  options  that  can  be 
exercised  to  alleviate  the  critical  gas 
shortage  facing  all  industrials  on  Pan¬ 
handle’s  system  this  winter. 

(D)  An  Administrative  Law  Judge  to 
be  designated  by  the  Chief,  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose  (see 
Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR  3.4(d) ) 


■Petitions  to  intervene  were  filed  by  the 
City  at  Indianapolis,  Indiana  Oas  Company, 
Xne.  and  Central  Indiana  Oas  Company,  Inc.. 
Michigan  Oas  Utilities  Ccanpany,  Oeneral 
Motors  CX>rporatlon,  Michigan  Consolidated 
Oas  Company  and  Columbia  Oas  Transmie* 
Sion  Corporation.  Michigan  Oas  Storage  Cmn- 
pcmy  filed  a  general  protest  to  Columbia 
Brick’s  petition  and  Omeral  Motor's  filed  a 
protest  to  the  grant  ot  any  temporary  relief 
prior  to  hearing. 


shall  preside  at  the  hearings  in  this  con¬ 
solidated  proceeding  and  shall  prescribe 
relevant  procedural  matters  not  herein 
provided  both  prior  to  and  subsequent 
to  the  informal  conference  called  for  in 
ordering  paragraph  (C)  of  this  order. 

(E)  All  parties  including  interveners 
and  Staff  will  file  and  serve  on  all  other 
parties  their  direct  evidence  and  testi¬ 
mony  on  or  before  June  10,  1975. 

(F)  Cross-examination  shall  com¬ 
mence  immediately  after  the  informal 
conference  ttdiich  is  scheduled  to  com¬ 
mence  on  June  18, 1975. 

(G)  Petitioners  seeking  permission  to 
intervene  in  the  proceeding  entitled 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Compcmy 
Coliunbia  Brick  and  Tile  Company  in 
Docket  No.  RP74-31-27  along  with  all 
other  parties  previously  granted  intw- 
vention  in  the  proceeding  entitled  Pan¬ 
handle  Eastern  Pipeline  Company  in 
Docket  No.  RP71-119  are  permitted  to 
intervene  in  and  participate  in  the 
above-styled  proceeding  relating  to  the 
petition  for  extraordinary  relief  filed  by 
Columbia  Brick  and  tile  Company  in 
Docket  No.  RP  74-31-27  subject  to  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commission: 
Provided,  however,  ’Ihat  the  participa¬ 
tion  of  such  interveners  shall  be  limited 
to  matters  affecting  rights  and  interests 
specifically  set  forth  in  their  petitions  to 
intervene:  Provided,  further.  That  the 
admission  of  such  interveners  shall  not 
be  construed  as  recognition  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  subject  intervener  might  be 
aggrieved  because  of  siny  order  or  orders 
issued  by  the  Commission  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

By  the  Cmiunlssion. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-14904  Filed  6-6-75:8:48  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-102] 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Proposed  Changes 

Mat  30,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipe  Line  Company  (Panhandle)  on 
May  15,  1975,  tendered  for  filing  pro¬ 
pose  changes  in  the  following  revised 
tariff  sheets: 

FPC  Gas  Tarift,  Ouoinal  Volumb  No.  1 

Foxui«eiith  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  43-2 
Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  43-8 
Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  43-4 
Original  Sheet  Nos.  43-5  and  43-6 

FPO  Oas  Tasht,  Original  Volume  No.  2 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  03 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  135 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  211 

The  proposed  change  would  increase 
revenues  from  jurisdictional  sales  by 
$31,246,623  annually  based  on  a  test  year 
aiding  February  28,  1975,  adjusted  for 
changes  known  and  measurable  to  No¬ 
vember  30, 1975. 

Panhandle  states  that  the  increased 
rates  are  necessitated  by  increased  costs 
at  all  levels  including  operating  costs,  in¬ 


creased  capital  costs,  a  9.45%  rate  of 
return,  increased  gas  supply  facilities 
and  decreased  sales  volumes  based  upon 
availability  of  gas  supplies.  *1116  pro¬ 
posed  effective  date  the  tendered 
sheets  is  July  1, 1975. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  on 
Panhandle’s  customers  and  interested 
state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  appUcatlon  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington.  D.C., 
in  accordance  with  Sf  1-8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  (m  or 
before  Jime  16,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protest- 
ants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  This  application 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14906  Filed  6-6-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  £-9452] 

PUGET  SOUND  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Filing  of  Supporting  Data  Pursuant  to 
Supplements  to  Rate  Schedule 

May  30,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Puget  Sound  Power 
and  Light  Company  (Puget  Sound)  on 
May  16,  1975,  tendered  for  filing  sup¬ 
porting  data  of  service  under  its  Supple¬ 
ment  Nos.  1  and  2  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  55. 

Puget  Sound  states  that  during  April. 
1975,  525  megawatt-hours  of  energy  was 
scdd  to  Portland  General  Electric  Cmn- 
pany,  and  a  total  of  990  megawatt-hours 
of  energy  were  sold  to  the  Washington 
Water  Power  Company.  ’These  sales  were 
made  under  “RA’IES”,  paragraidi  5  of 
Supplement  No.  2  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  55  at  a  rate  of  4.81  mills  per  kilowatt- 
hour. 

Puget  Sound  states  further  that  this 
energy  was  sold  under  paragraph  5  as 
that  “otherwise  marketable  to  other  pur¬ 
chasers’’.  Other  purchasers  were  Califor¬ 
nia  Utilities  and  the  energy  would  have 
sold,  pursuant  to  existing  rate  schedules, 
for  6  mlUs  per  kilowatt-hour.  According 
to  Puget  Sound,  such  sales  would  yield 
a  net  of  4.81  mills  per  kilowatt-hour  after 
deducting  line  losses  and  wheeling 
charges  to  the  Califomla’s-Oregon  bor¬ 
der,  and  therefore,  the  rate  applicable 
under  paragraph  5  on  the  above  sales  In 
April  was  4.81  mills  per  kilowatt-hour. 
Puget  Soimd  states  that  this  energy  was 
delivered  to  these  purchasers  to  meet 
firm  deficiencies  on  their  systems. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petitUm 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  In 
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itccordance  with  S§  1-8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFB  1.8.  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  Jime  20.  1975.  Protests  win  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petitkm  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

KsifNXTH  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-14906  Piled  6-6-75;8:45  am] 


{Docket  No.  cn5-688] 

RHONDA  OPERATING  CO. 

Application 

30.  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  14,  1975. 
Rhonda  Operating  Company,  (Appli¬ 
cant).  Suite  140,  Central  Building,  Mid¬ 
land,  Texas  79701,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
cr75-688  an  aMillcation  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
permission  and  approval  to  abandon  a 
sale  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  to  Cities  Service  Oil  Company 
(Cities  S^Yice),  from  Signal  State 
Leases  29  and  30,  Tobac  Field,  Chaves 
County,  New  Mexico,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  iu>pUcation  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  infection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  continue  a  per- 
eentaige-of -proceeds  sale  to  Cities  Service 
to  Ueu  of  Signal  Oil  and  Gas  Ctxnpany  at 
an  average  rate  of  32.0  cento  per  Mcf  at 
14.66  psia.  Apf^toant  states  that  to  has 
filed,  coaeuerwitty  with  the  toetawt  appli¬ 
cation,  an  appUoaidon  to  Docket  Na.  CI- 
tb-ms  pwraiMua*  te  seetton  7<b)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Aet  tor  permission  and 
proeal  to  abandon  the  subject  sale  to 
Citlee  Service. 

Apirfieant  states  that  it  proposes  to 
abandon  a  percentage-of-proc«^  sale 
of  natural  gas  to  Cities  Service  under 
file  terms  at  the  June  9. 1964,  casinghead 
gas  contract  which  has  expire(L  Appli¬ 
cant  further  states  that  it  is  negotiattog 
for  the  processing  and  sale  at  2,000  Mcf 
per  day  of  natural  gas  with  Cities  Serv¬ 
ice  and  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  of  Amoica 
(Natural),  respectively,  in  order  to  ob¬ 
tain  additional  revenue,  and  that  the 
residue  gas  would  be  ddivered  at  the 
taflgate  of  the  Cities  Service  Blultt  Gas 
Processing  Plant.  Applicant  further 
states  that  under  the  new  contract  tho’e 
would  be  no  change  to  the  service  pro¬ 
vided.  but  that  it  would  allow  Applicant 
a  Ifigher  price  for  its  residue  gas.  Nat¬ 
ural  is  said  to  be  one  at  the  present 
residue  gas  purchasers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  <m  or  before  Jvme  23, 
1975.  file  with  the  Federal  Power  C(»n- 
misslon.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peU- 
tlflQ  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 


ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com- 
mlsslan’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10).  An  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  .^y  person  wishing  to  be(X)me 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  permission 
and  approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  are  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  petiiton-  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  kuch  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doe.75-14907  Piled  6-6-75;8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  aP73-47] 

SEA  ROBIN  PIPELINE  CO. 

Conference 

Mat  30,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  Tuesday,  July  1. 
1975,  Staff  is  convening  an  Informal  con¬ 
ference  of  an  Interested  perscms  for  the 
purpose  of  discussing  the  capitalleation 
rate  of  aUowance  for  fimds  used  during 
construction  contained  in  the  settlement 
agreement  to  the  above-referenced 
docket  at  10  a.m.  in  Room  No.  5200  at 
the  offices  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

The  conference  will  be  held  pursuant 
to  S  1.18  (Conferences,  Offers  of  Settle¬ 
ment)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.18).  Cus- 
tcxners  and  other  interested  persons  will 
be  permitted  to  attend,  but  if  such  per¬ 
sons  have  not  previously  been  permitted 
to  intervene  by  order  of  the  Commission, 
such  attendance  at  the  conference  will 
not  be  deemed  to  authorize  such  inter¬ 
vention  as  a  party  in  the  proceedings. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
i  1.18  of  the  rules,  all  parties  wUl  be 
expected  to  come  fully  prepared  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  merits  of  all  i^es  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  said  capitalization  rate 
and  to  make  commitments  with  respect 
to  such  issue  and  any  offers  of  settle¬ 


ment  or  stipulations  discussed  at  the 
conference. 

KjEHNETH  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[nt  Doe.75-14S0e  Filed  6-6-75:8:46  am) 


[Project  NO.  109] 

SOUTH  CAROUNA  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
AUTHORITY 

Application  for  Use  of  Project  Lands  and 
June  2,  1975. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  on 
May  5,  1975,  an  application  was  filed  for 
use  of  project  lands  and  waters  under 
the  Federal  E*ower  Act  (16  UJB.C,  791a- 
825r)  by  South  Carcdina  Public  Service 
Authority  (SCPSA)  (Ck>rreapondence  to 
Mr.  J.  B.  Thomason,  General  Manager, 
South  Carolina  Public  Service  Authority. 
P.O.  Box  398,  Moncks  Comer,  South 
Carolina  29461)  for  the  Santee-Cooper 
Project  No.  199  located  on  the  Santee 
and  <>ooper  Rivm  in  Beiiceley,  Calhoun, 
Clarendon,  Orangeburg,  and  Sumter 
Counties,  South  Carolina. 

SdTSA  requests  Commission  approval 
to  develop  and  lease,  for  a  period  (if  40 
years,  the  proposed  169-acre  CHarendon 
Shores.  Development.  The  proposed  de¬ 
velopment  would  be  located  on  the  Taw 
Caw  Creek  portion  of  Lake  Marion,  one 
of  the  project  reservoirs,  in  Clarendon 
County,  6  miles  southeast  of  Summerton 
and  12  miles  southwest  of  Manning, 
South  Carolina.  The  waters  adjacent  to 
the  proposed  development  are  included 
in  the  Santee  National  WUdlife  Refuge. 
Construction  of  the  proposed  develop¬ 
ment  would  require  dredging  or  other 
excavation  wMbto  Lake  Marion. 

The  proposed  dev^pmsnt  would  con¬ 
sist  of  248  stegls  t(— tly  home  totes.  3 
coflunwtotg  doehs,  3  pubhe  areas  (to- 
ctodtog  ptototo  boait  raMps,  fnsllitiss  and 
natoral  areas) ,  and  a  nature  trail.  Utili¬ 
ties  would  be  plased  underground.  A 
100,000  g.p.d.  tertiary  waste  treatment 
plant  lor  processing  waste  from  the  de¬ 
velopment  would  discharge  into  Lajce 
Marion  at  a  point  800  feet  from  the  high 
water  elevation  by  a  diffuser  located  at 
the  end  of  a  weighted  4-lnch  diameter 
polyethylene  outfaU  line. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap- 
plk^ation  should  cm  or  before  July  21, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  DjC.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  re<iuirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  AH  inrotests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  cimsidered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become  par¬ 
ties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as 
a  party  In  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
petitions  to  Intervene  in  ac<x)rdance  with 
the  Coounlssion’s  rules.  ’The  iu>pllcatl(m 
is  on  file  with  the  Commlsskm  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  tospectlon. 
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Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
sections  308,  300  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  (16  U.S.C.  825g,  825h)  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 
specillcaUy  S  1.32(b)  (18  CFR  1.32(b)). 
as  amended  by  Order  No.  518.  a  hearing 
may  be  held  without  further  notice  be¬ 
fore  the  Commission  on  this  application 
if  no  issue  of  substance  is  raised  by  any 
request  to  be  heard,  protest  or  petition 
filed  subsequent  to  this  notice  within  the 
time  required  herein  and  if  the  appli¬ 
cant  or  initial  pleader  requests  that  the 
shortened  procedure  of  i  1.32(b)  be  used. 
If  an  issue  of  substance  is  so  raised  or 
applicant  or  initial  pleader  fails  to  re¬ 
quest  the  shortened  procedure,  further 
notice  of  hearing  will  be  given. 

Under  the  shortened  procedure  here¬ 
in  provided  for.  unless  otherwise  advised. 
It  will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  or 
Initial  pleader  to  appear  or  be  repre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearing  before  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-14909  FUed  5-6-76;8:4S  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-8823] 

SOUTH  CAROUNA  ELECTRIC  AND  GAS  CO. 

Further  Postponement  of  Hearing 

June  2, 1975. 

On  May  28,  1975,  Staff  Counsel  filed  a 
motion  to  postpone  the  hearing  date 
fixed  by  order  Issued  August  2,  1974,  as 
most  recently  nKxUfied  by  notice  issued 
May  23,  1975,  In  the  above-designated 
matter,  pending  Commission  action  on 
the  settlement  agreement  filed  March  21, 
1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hearing 
date  in  the  above  matter  is  postponed 
until  September  2,  1975,  at  10  a.m. 
(e.d.t.). 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Mart  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 
(FR  Doc.76-14910  Filed  6-«-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-951 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  AND 
TENNECO  INC. 

Petition  To  Amend 

Mat  30,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  19,  1975  that 
the  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Petitioner). 
PO.  Box  2511,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  (7P75-95  a  petition  to 
amend  the  order  of  the  Commls6i<Hi 
issued  on  February  7,  1975,  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
granting  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  in  said  docket  to 
Petitioner,  by  authorizing  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  an  off-peak  rather  than  a  firm 
basis  for  Consolidated  Edison  Company 
of  New  York,  Inc.,  The  Bnxddyn  Union 
Gas  Company,  and  Long  Island  Lighting 
Company  (Customers) ,  and  by  deleting 


authorization  for  the  construction  and 
operation  of  a  3,500  horsepower  compres¬ 
sor  station,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  petition  to  amend  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  pub¬ 
lic  inspection. 

Petitioner  states  that  pursuant  to  the 
terms  of  the  order  of  the  Commission  of 
February  7,  1975,  in  subject  docket  Peti¬ 
tioner  is  authorized  to  transport  natmal 
gas  on  a  firm  basis  for  Customers  be¬ 
tween  Applicant’s  existing  facilities  in 
White  Plains,  New  York,  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  of  Honeoye  Storage  Cor¬ 
poration  in  Ontario  Coimty,  New  York. 
Petitioner  further  states  that  subsequent 
to  that  time  Customers  have  agreed  to 
receive  from  Petitioner  and  Petitioner 
has  agreed  to  render  to  Customers  such 
transportation  service  on  •  an  off-peak 
basis  rather  than  a  firm  basis.  Petitioner 
further  states  that  such  agreements 
eliminate  the  need  to  construct  the  3,500 
horsepower  compressor  authorized  in  the 
order  of  the  Commission  of  February  7, 
1975.  Petitioner  further  states  that  the 
ability  to  service  other  customers  will  not 
be  affected  by  the  proposed  amendments. 

Petitioner  proposes  to  render  the  off- 
peak  service  at  a  rate  of  17;o  cents  per 
Mcf  which  is  alleged  to  approximate 
closely  and  to  be  based  upon  Petitioner’s 
system- wide  transportation  cost  per  100 
miles.^ 

Petitioner  requests  that  the  order  of 
February  7,  1975,  in  subject  docket  be 
amended  to  conform  with  the  proposed 
chrnige  in  service  from  firm  basis  to  off- 
peak  basis  and  further  requests  that  the 
authorization  for  the  3,500  horsepower 
compressor  be  deleted  from  the  order  of 
the  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  25, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Natiual  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-14911  Filed  6-«-75;8: 45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP75-338] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  AND 
TENNECO  INC. 

Application 

_  May  30, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  11.  1975, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Dl- 


*  3.724  system  average  transmlssloa  cost  per 
Vet  per  100  mOee  X  SA3S7  (100  miles)  = 
16.77#  per  ICef  41.09  percent  anmial  load 
factor. 


vision  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Applicant) ,  PO. 
Box  2511,  Houston,  Texas  77002,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-338  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  t^  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  continued 
sale  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  to  the  City  of  Ripley,  Mississippi 
(Ripley),  under  a  different  rate  sched¬ 
ule,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  Inspection. 

Applicant  requests  authorization  to  sell 
to  Ripley  natural  gas  under  Applicant’s 
Rate  Schedule  GS-1  in  lieu  of  Applicant’s 
Rate  Schedule  G-1  pursuant  to  a  re¬ 
quest  of  Ripley.  Applicant  states  that 
Ripley  elected  to  purchase  natural  gas 
imder  Applicant’s  Rate  Schedule  G-1, 
which  has  both  a  commodity  and  a  de¬ 
mand  charge,  because  Ripley  anticipated 
that  imder  said  rate  schedule  it  could 
lower  its  average  cost  of  gas  by  achiev¬ 
ing  a  higher  load  factor  through  off-peak 
sales  to  industrial  customers.  Applicant 
states  that  since  present  and  expected 
curtailments  wfll  substantially  lower 
Ripley’s  load  factor,  Ripley  has  re¬ 
quested  to  purchase  gas  at  a  flat  rate 
under  Applicant’s  GS-1  Rate  Schedule 
for  economic  reasons. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
changes  in  service  will  not  result  in  any 
change  in  Ripley’s  maximum  daily 
quantity  of  4,249  Mcf,  as  authorized  by 
the  order  of  the  C)ommission  of  August 
29,  1969  (42  FPC  595) .  AppUcant  states 
further  that  to  allow  such  change  will 
not  affect  Applicant’s  other  custmners, 
the  storage  facilities  of  the  Applicant, 
nor  the  curtailment  plan  of  Applicant. 

Applicant  requests  that  the  proposed 
change  become  effective  on  May  1,  1975, 
pursuant  to  Article  XIX  of  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  of  Aimlicant’s 
FPC  Gas  ’Tariff,  Ninth  Revised  Volume 
No.  1. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Jime  18, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg-^ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18* 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hesudng  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Ccxnmission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  CMnmlsslon  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  Its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
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the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  aijid  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  If 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  imless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at -the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-14912  Piled  6-e-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  RP74-20  and  RP74-831 

UNITED  GAS  PiPEUNE  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

Jums  2,  1975. 

On  April  28,  1975,  United  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  filed  a  motion  to  extend 
the  proc^ural  dates  fixed  by  order  is¬ 
sued  May  16, 1974,  as  most  recently  modi¬ 
fied  by  notice  issued  April  17,  1975  in  the 
above-designated  matter.  The  motion 
states  that  the  parties  have  been  notified 
and  have  not  objected. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  pro¬ 
cedural  dates  in  the  above  matter  are 
modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Staff’s  Testimony  on  unsettled  Is¬ 
sues  in  RP74-20.  July  22,  1975. 

Service  of  Intervenor’s  Testimony  on  unset¬ 
tled  Issues  In  botb  dockets,  August  5,  1975. 
Service  of  Ciompany  Rebuttal,  August  19, 
1975. 

Hearing,  September  3,  1975  (10  a.m.,  e.d.t.). 
By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-14913  Piled  6-6-75;  8:46  am] 

FOREIGN-TRADE  ZONES  BOARD 

(Docket  No.  2-75] 

FOREIGN-TRADE  ZONE  APPLICATION 
Extension  of  Time  for  Written  Statements 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-14434,  in  the  issue  of 
Tuesday,  Jime  3. 1975,  on  page  23936,  the 
headings  should  appear  as  set  forth 
above. 

INTERIM  COMPLIANCE  PANEL 
(COAL  MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY) 

APPUCATIONS  FOR  RENEWAL  PERMITS 
ELECTRIC  FACE  EQUIPMENT  STANDARD 

Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits  for 
Noncmnpliance  with  the  Electric  Face 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act 
oi  1969  have  been  received  for  items  of 
equipment  in  underground  coal  mines  as 
follows: 

lOP  Dodtet  No.  4449-000,  DEVONIA  CX>AL 
OCHiPOBATlON.  lHne  Ma  >.  MUm  ZD  No. 
40  00766  0,  Ollvsr  Springs,  Tenneasao, 


ICP  Permit  No.  4449-001— R^l  (S&S  90  Bat¬ 
ter  TractOT,  Ser.  No.  11563) . 
lOP  Permit  No.  4449-002— R-1  (S&S  90  Bat¬ 
tery  Tractor,  Ser.  No.  103162), 

ICP  Permit  No.  4449-003— R-1  (S&S  80  Bat¬ 
tery  Tractor,  Ser.  No.  80-426) , 

ICP  PernUt  No.  4449-004 — R-1  (V&V  300  Bat¬ 
tery  Tractor.  Ser.  No.  P.E.K.8). 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  504.7(b)  of  Title  30,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed  within  15  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice.  Requests  for  public  hearing 
must  be  filed  in  accordance  with  30  CFR 
Part  505  (35  FR  11296,  July  15.  1970),  as 
amended,  copies  of  which  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  frpm  the  Panel  upon  request. 

A  copy' of  each  application  is  available 
for  inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800.  1730  K 
Street.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

C.  Donald  Nagle, 

Acting  Chairman, 
Interim  Compliance  Panel. 

June  4.)  1975. 

(PR  Doc.75-14929  Piled  6-6-75;8:45  am] 


APPLICATIONS  FOR  RENEWAL  PERMITS 
ELECTRIC  FACE  EQUIPMENT  STANDARD 

Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits  for 
Noncompliance  with  the  Electric  E^ce 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act 
of  1969  have  been  received  for  items  of 
equipment  in  underground  coal  mines  as 
follows: 

ICP  Docket  No.  4201-000,  LANE  HOLLOW 

COAL  COMPANY,  Mine  No.  21.  Mine  ID  No. 

44  02258  0,  Maxle,  Virginia, 

ICP  Permit  No.  4201-001— R-1  (Mescher 

HD12  RubbN  Tired  Tractor,  Ser.  No.  229), 
ICP  Permit  No.  4201-005— R-1  (Mescber  HD 

12  Rubber  Tired  Tractor,  Ser.  No.  390) . 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  504.7(b)  of  TiUe  30.  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
filed  within  15  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice.  Requests  for  public  hearing 
must  be  filed  in  accordance  with  30  CFR 
Part  505  (35  FR  11296,  July  15.  1970),  as 
amended,  copies  of  which  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Panel  upon  request. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  available 
for  inspecti<«  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the 
Correspcmdence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20006. 

C.  Donald  Naolk, 

Acting  Chairman, 

,  Interim  Compliance  Panel. 

Junk  3.  1975. 

(FB Doc.76-14930  Filed  6-6-75;8:45  am] 


BUCHANAN  COUNTY  COAL  CORP. 
Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing;  Correction 

In  Federal  Register  Document  75- 
14237  appearing  at  page  23796,  in  the  is¬ 
sue  for  Monday.  June  2,  1975.  in  the 
third  line  of  the  first  docket  listing,  “Mine 
No.  7,”  should  read  “Mine  No.  8.” 

C.  Donald  Nagle, 

Acting  Chairman, 
Interim  Compliance  Panel. 

June  3,  1975. 

(PR  Doc.75-14931  Piled  6-6-75:8:45  am] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

(337-TA-6] 

EYE  TESTING  INSTRUMENTS  INC. 

REFRACTIVE  PRINCIPLES 

Investigation  Include  an  Additional  Named 
Party;  Amendment 

Based  upon  the  motion,  filed  with  the 
United  States  International  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  on  April  25,  1975,  by  American 
Optical  Corporation,  to  amend  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Notice  of  Investigation  in  the 
above  captioned  investigation,  and  upon 
the  submission  of  the  Commission’s  staff 
with  respect  thereto,  the  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission  (for¬ 
merly  the  U.S.  Tariff  Commission)  here¬ 
by  orders  and  gives  notice  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  its  Notice  of  Investigation  in 
the  above  captioned  investigation  issued 
on  February  10,  1975,  and  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  E^bruary  13, 
1975  (40  FR  6723 ).  so  as  to  Include  Tokyo 
Optical  Company.  Ltd.,  75  Hasunuma- 
Cho,  Itabushi-Ku,  Ti^yo,  Japan,  the  al¬ 
leged  foreign  manufacturer  of  the  prod¬ 
uct  the  subject  of  the  Commission’s  in¬ 
vestigation,  as  an  additional  named  party 
in  the  investigation.  'The  Commission  di¬ 
rects  service  upon  Tokyo  Optical  Com¬ 
pany,  Ltd.,  of  the  complaint  filed  by 
American  Optical  Corporation  with  the 
Commission  on  E’ebriuu'y  20,  1974,  and 
the  supplement  thereto  filed  with  the 
Commi^ion  on  Jime  26.  1974. 

This  notice  and  order,  except  for  the 
provision  directing  service,  shall  become 
effective  June  19,  1975,  unless  objection 
and  request  for  reconsideration  of  this 
action  is  filed  by  any  interested  party 
within  the  aforesaid  10-day  period.  Any 
objection  and  request  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  statement 
setting  forth  the  facts  relied  upon  in  sup¬ 
port  of  such  objection  and  request  and 
shall  be  served  on  the  other  parties  to 
this  investigation. 

Infonnation  submitted  in  response  by 
Tokyo  Optical  Company,  Ltd.,  to  the 
above  mentioned  complaint  and  supple¬ 
ment  thereto  which  is  pertinent  to  the 
investigation  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  if  it  is  received  on  or  before 
July  21, 1975.  Extensions  of  time  for  sub¬ 
mitting  Information  will  not  be  granted 
unless  good  and  sufficient  cause  is  shown 
therefor.  A  signed  cniglnal  and  nineteen 
(19)  true  copies  of  each  submission 


FB>aAL  HOISTBL  VOL  40,  NO.  Ill— MONDAY,  JUNf  9,  1975 


NOTICES 


24575 


should  be  filed  with  the  Secretary.  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission, 
8th  and  E  Streets,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20436,  with  sendee  by  Tokyo  Optical 
Company,  Ltd.,  of  such  submission  upon 
each  party  to  the  investigation. 

Notice  of  the  institution  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  13,  1975  (40  FR 
6723)  with  the  investigation  assigned 
docket  niunber  337-41,  which  was 
changed  to  docket  number  337-TA-6  by 
notice  of  May  29,  1975. 

Issued:  Jime  4,  1975. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-14962  Piled  6-6-75:8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  75-36] 

ADVISORY  SUBCOMMITTEE 
Establishment  and  Determination 

Pursuant  to  section  9(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463),  the  Administrator  of  NASA 
has  determined  that  the  establishment 
of  an  ad  hoc  advisory  Subcommittee  to 
review  proposals  for  a  payload  for  the 
Lunar  Polar  Orbiter  is  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  in  connection  with  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  duties  imposed  upon  NASA  by 
law.  The  Space  Science  Steering  Ccon- 
mittee,  under  which  the  Subcommittee 
will  operate,  is  a  NASA  internal  commit¬ 
tee,  composed  wholly  of  Government 
employees. 

The  function  of  this  Subcommittee  will 
be  to  obtain  the  advice  of  the  scientific 
community  on  proposals  in  the  special¬ 
ized  areas  identified  by  the  name  of  the 
Subcommittee. 

Duwaro  L.  Crow, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
DOD  and  Interagency  Affairs. 

Jttne  3, 1975. 

(PR  Doc.75-14938  FUed  6-6-75:8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

ARCHITECTURE+ENVIRONMENTAL 
ARTS  ADVISORY  PANEL 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
a  closed  meeting  of  the  Architecture  + 
Environmental  Arts  Advisory  Panel  to 
the  National  Council  on  the  Arts  will  be 
held  on  July  1-2,  1975  from  10:00  a.m.- 
6:00  pjn.  at  2401  E  Street,  NW..  11th 
floor  conference  room,  Washington,  D.C. 

This  meeting  Is  for  the  purpose  of  a 
long-range  policy  discussion  and  plan¬ 
ning  review  of  the  Architecture  -|-  En¬ 
vironmental  Arts  Program  by  the  Panel. 
In  accordance  with  the  determination  of 
the  Chairman  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  10. 1973,  this  meet¬ 
ing  which  Involves  matters  exempt  from 


the  requirements  of  public  dlsclosiu'e 
imder  the  provisions  of  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)(5)), 
will  not  be  open  to  the  public. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mrs. 
Luna  Diamond,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Arts,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506,  or  call  (202)  634-7144. 

Edward  M.  Wolfe, 
Administrative  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Na¬ 
tional  Foundation  on  the  Arts 
and  the  Humanities. 

[PR  Doc.75-14947  Piled  6-6-75:8:45  am] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS’  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON 

WESTINGHOUSE  WATER  REACTORS 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
sections  29  and  182  b.  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232  b.).  the 
ACRS  Subcommittee  on  Westlnghouse 
Water  Reactors  will  hold  a  meeting  on 
^une  24.  1975  at  the  Howard  Johnson 
Motor  Ixxlge.  Highway  48,  Monroeville, 
pa.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  will  be 
to  develop  information  for  consideration 
by  the  ACltS  in  its  review  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  Westlnghouse  Electric  Cor¬ 
poration  for  a  Reference  Systems  Stand- , 
ard  Project  Review. 

The  agenda  for  the  subject  meeting 
shall  be  as  follows: 

Tuesday,  June  24.  1975,  11:00  a.m.  until 
the  conclusion  of  business.  The  Subcommit¬ 
tee  wlU  bear  presentations  by  representatives 
of  Westlnghouse  Jlectiic  Corporation  and 
the  NRC  Staff  and  wUl  hold  discussions  wlUi 
these  groups  pertinent  to  Its  review  of  the 
application  of  Westlnghouse  Electric  Cor¬ 
poration  for  a  Reference  Systems  Standard 
Project  Review. 

In  connection  with  the  above  agenda 
item,  the  Subcommittee  will  hold  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Sessions,  not  open  to  the  public, 
at  10:30  ajn.  and  at  the  end  of  the  day 
to  consider  matters  relating  to  the  above 
application.  These  sessions  will  Involve 
an  exchange  of  opinions  and  discussion 
of  preliminary  views  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  Subcommittee  Members  and  in¬ 
ternal  deliberations  for  the  purpose  of 
formulating  recommendations  to  the 
ACRS. 

In  addition  to  the  Executive  Sessions, 
the  Subcommittee  may  hold  closed  ses¬ 
sions  with  representatives  of  the  NRC 
Staff  and  Applicant  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  privileged  Information  con¬ 
cerning  plant  physical  security  and  other 
matters  related  to  plant  design,  construc¬ 
tion.  and  operation,  if  necessary. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that 
the  above-noted  Executive  Sessions  will 
consist  of  an  exchange  of  opinions  and 
formulation  of  recommendations,  the 
discussion  of  which,  if  written,  would  fall 
within  exemption  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
and  that  a  closed  session  may  be  held,  if 
necessary,  to  discuss  certain  documents 


and  information  which  are  privileged 
and  fall  within  exemption  (4)  of  5  U.S.C. 
552(b).  Further,  any  non-exempt  mate¬ 
rial  that  will  be  discussed  during  the 
above  closed  sessions  will  be  Inextricably 
intertwined  with  exempt  material,  and 
no  further  separation  of  this  material 
is  considered  practical.  It  is  essential  to 
close  such  portions  of  the  meeting  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  free  Interchange  of  internal 
views,  to  avoid  imdue  interference  with 
agency  or  Subcommittee  operation,  and 
to  avoid  public  disclosure  of  proprietary 
information. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  li  the  above  agenda  or 
schedule. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
manner  that,  in  his  judgment,  will  facili¬ 
tate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business,  in¬ 
cluding  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
completed  open  session  from  one  day  to 
the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the 
following  requirements  shall  apply : 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  items 
may  do  so  by  mailing  25  copies  thereof, 
postmarked  no  later  than  Jime  14,  1975 
to:  Executive  Secretary,  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Reactor  Safeguards,  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20555.  Such  comments  shall  be 
based  upon  the  Preliminary  Safety  Anal¬ 
ysis  Report  for  this  project  and  related 
documents  on  file  and  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room. 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555. 

(b)  Those  persons  submitting  a  writ¬ 
ten  statement  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (a)  above  may  request  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  make  oral  statements  concern¬ 
ing  the  written  statement.  Such  requests 
shall  accompany  the  written  statement 
and  shall  set  forth  reasons  justifying  the 
need  for  such  oral  statement  and  its  use¬ 
fulness  to  the  Subcommittee.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  time  available  for  the 
meeting  permits,  the  Subcommittee  will 
receive  oral  statements  during  a  period 
of  no  more  than  30  minutes  at  an  appro¬ 
priate  time,  chosen  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee  between  the  hours  of 
3:30  p.m.  and  4:30  pjn. 

(c)  Requests  for  the  opportunity  to 
make  oral  statements  shall  be  ruled  on  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  who 
is  empowered  to  apportion  the  •  time 
available  among  those  selected  by  him 
to  make  oral  statements. 

(d)  Information  as  to  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  cancelled  or  resched¬ 
uled  and  in  regard  to  the  Chairman’s 
ruling  on  requests  for  opportunity  to 
present  oral  statements,  and  the  time 
allotted,  can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid 
telephone  call  on  Jime  23.  1975  to  the 
Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Committee,  (telephone  202/634-1394, 
Attn:  Paul  T.  Burnett),  between  8:15 
a.m.  and  5:00  pjn.,  E.D.T. 

(e)  Questions  may  be  propounded  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee  and  its 
consultants. 
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(f )  Seating  for  the  public  will  be  avail¬ 
able  on  a  first  come,  first-served  basis. 

(g>  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  In¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  will  not 
interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the  meet¬ 
ing.  will  be  permitted  both  before  and 
after  the  meeting  and  during  any  recess. 
The  use  of  such  equipment  will  not,  how¬ 
ever,  be  allowed  while  the  meeting  is  in 
session. 

»h)  Persons  desiring  to  attend  portions 
of  the  meeting  where  proprietary  in¬ 
formation,  other  than  plant  security  in¬ 
formation,  is  to  be  discussed  may  do  so 
by  providing  to  the  Executive  Secretary, 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards.  1717  H  Street.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  seven  days'pripr  to  the  meet¬ 
ing,  a  copy  of  an  executed  agreement  with 
the  owner  of  the  proprietary  information 
to  safeguard  this  material. 

(i)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the  open 
portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  available 
for  inspection  on  or  after  June  26,  1975 
at  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20555.  C(H>ies  of  tiie 
transcript  may  be  reproduced  in  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Document  Room  or  may  be  obtained 
from  Ace  Federal  Reporters,  Inc.,  416 
Second  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20002  (telephone  202/547-6222)  upon 
payment  of  appropriate  charges. 

(j)  On  request,  copies  of  the  minutes 
of  the  meeting  will  be  made  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission’s  Public  Docvunent  Room. 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555  after  September  24,  1975.  Copies 
may  be  obtained  upon  payment  of  appro¬ 
priate  charges. 

Dated:  June  4, 1975. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

IFR  Doc.75-14949  Plied  6-6-75;8:46  am] 


[Dockets  Nos.  50-250,  50-251] 

FLORIDA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operatii^  Licenses 

Notice  is  her^y  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  (Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendments 
Nos.  7  and  6  respectively  to  Facility  Op¬ 
erating  Licenses  Nos.  DPR-31  and  DPR- 
41  to  Florida  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany  which  revised  Technical  Specifica¬ 
tions'  for  operation  of  the  Turkey  Point 
Nuclear  Generating  Units  3  t  4,  located 
in  Dade  Coimty,  Florida.  The  amend¬ 
ments  are  effective  as  of  the  date  of 
issuance. 

These  amendments  provide  an  alter¬ 
nate  method  for  testing  the  operation 
of  the  circuit  breakers  associated  with 
the  residual  heat  removal  pump  motors 
during  the  periodic  testing  of  the  Safety 
Injection  System. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 


sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Cmnmis- 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Ch.  I,  which  aresset  forth  in  the  license 
amendments.  Prior  public  notice  of  these 
amendments  is  not  required  since  the 
amendments  do  not  involve  a  significant 
hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to 
these  actions,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  September  20,  1974, 
(2)  Amendment  No.  7  to  License  No. 
DPR-31  and  Amendment  No.  6  to  Li¬ 
cense  No.  DPR-41  with  Change  No.  19 
and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related  Safety 
Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street,  NW..  Washington.  D.C.  and 
after  May  23, 1975  at  the  Environmental 
&  Urban  Affairs  Library,  Florida  Inter¬ 
national  University,  Miami,  Florida. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Reg\ilatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  May  30, 
1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis«* 
Sion. 


George  Lear, 

Chief.  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #3,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 


[PR  Doc.75-14934  Piled  6-6-76:8:45  am] 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  new  guide  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  Series.  ’This  series  has  been  devel¬ 
oped  to  describe  and  make  available  to 
the  public  methods  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  of  implementing  specific  parts 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  and,  in 
some  cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used 
by  the  staff  in  evaluating  specific  prob¬ 
lems  or  postulated  accidents  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  to  applicants  concerning 
certain  of  the  information  needed  by  the 
staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for  t>er- 
mits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  3.29,  “Preheat  and 
Interpass  Temperature  Control  for  the 
Welding  of  Low-Alloy  Steel  for  Use  in 
Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants  and  in  Pluto¬ 
nium  Processing  and  Fuel  Fabrication 
Plants,’’  describes  a  method  acceptable 
to  the  NRC  staff  for  complying  with  the 
Commission’s  regifiations  regarding  the 
preheat  and  interpass  temperature  con¬ 
trol  for  welding  of  low-alloy  steel  com¬ 
ponents  for  fuel  reprocessing  plants  and 
for  plutonium  processing  and  fuel  fabri¬ 
cation  plants. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion  in  guides 
currently  being  developed  (listed  below) 
or  (2)  improvements  in  all  published 
guides  are  encouraged  at  any  time.  Pub¬ 
lic  comments  on  R^ulatory  Guide  3.29 
will,  however,  be  particularly  useful  in 


evaluating  the  need  for  an  early  re- 
vision  if  received  by  August  8,  1975. 

Comments  should  be  sent  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Section. 

Regulatory  Guides  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Cknnmission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single 
copies  of  issued  guides  (which  may  be 
reproduced)  or  for  placement  on  an  auto¬ 
matic  distribution  list  for  single  copies  of 
future  guides  should  be  made  in  writing 
to  the  Director,  Office  of  Standards  De¬ 
velopment,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 
Telephone  requests  cannot  be  accommo¬ 
dated.  Regulatory  Guides  are  not  copy¬ 
righted  and  Commission  approval  is  not 
required  to  reproduce  them. 

Other  Division  3  Regulatory  Guides 
currently  being  developed  include  the 
following: 

Control  of  Stainless  Steel  Welding  for  Safety- 
Related  Components  of  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants 

Corrosion  Testing  and  Evaluation  of  Metals 
for  Application  In  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants 
Nondestructive  Examination  of  Tubular 
Products  for  Use  in  Fuel  Reprocessing  and 
Fuel  Fabrication  Plants 
Control  of  the  Use  of  Sensitized  Stainless 
Steel  for  Components  of  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants 

General  Design  Guide  for  Process  Building 
Ventilation  Systems  for  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants 

General  Fire  Protection  Guide  for  Fuel  Re¬ 
processing  Plants 

Standard  Format  and  Content  of  License 
Applications  for  Plutonium  Processing  and 
Fuel  Fabrication  Plants 
Standard  Format  and  Content  of  License  Ap¬ 
plications  for  Commercial  Waste  Burial 
Facilities 

Quality  Assurance  for  the  Design,  Construc¬ 
tion,  and  Operation  of  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants 

Guide  for  Design,  Construction,  and  Opera¬ 
tion  of  Ventilation  Systems  for  Plutonium 
Fuel  Manufacturing  Plants 
Criteria  for  Siting,  Design,  and  Operation  of 
Plants  for  the  Manufacture  of  Mixed  Oxide 
Fuels 

Selection  and  Application  of  Protective  Coat¬ 
ings  (Paints)  for  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants 
Guide  to  the  Preparation  of  Emergency  Plans 
for  Uranium  and  Plutonium  Processing 
and  Fuel  Fabrication  Plants 
Design  Criteria  for  Spent  Fuel  Storage  Fa¬ 
cilities  at  HTGR  Sites 

Guide  for  Design  of  Irradiated  Fuel  Receiving 
and  Storage  Facilities 

Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Conse¬ 
quences  of  a  Criticality  Accident  in  LWR 
Fuel  Fabrication  Plants 
Selection,  Training,  and  Qualification  of  Per¬ 
sonnel  fOT  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants 
Temporary  Storage  of  High-Level  Liquid 
Waste  at  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants 
Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Con¬ 
sequences  of  a  Criticality  Accident  In  Fuel 
Reprocessing  Plants 

Assumpt4ons  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Conse¬ 
quences  of  a  Criticality  Accident  in  Plu¬ 
tonium  Processing  and  Fuel  Fabrication 
Plants 

Confinement  Structures  and  Systems  for 
Plutonium  Processing  and  Fuel  Fabrica¬ 
tion  Plants 
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Emergency  Water  Systems  for  Fuel  Reproc¬ 
essing  Plants  and  Plutonium  Processing 
and  Fuel  Fabrication  Plants 
Protection  Systems  for  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants  and  tor  Plutonium  Processing  and 
Fuel  Fabrication  Plante 
Design  Basis  Floods  for  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants 

Criteria  for  Gaseous  Radioactive  Effluent 
Systems  at  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants 
Design  Criteria  for  Decommissioning  of  Nu¬ 
clear  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants. 

Definition  of  Radioactive  Waste  Categories 
Codes  Applicable  to  Quality  Control  and  Fab¬ 
rication  of  Metallic  Structures,  Systems, 
and  Components  for  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants 

Administrative  Controls  for  Nuclear  Fuel  Re¬ 
processing  Plants 

(6  UB.C.  653(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Md.,  this  2d  day 
of  June  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Minogue, 

Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Standards  Development. 
[PR  Doc.75-14950  FUed  6-6-76:8:46  amj 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  June  4,  1975  (44  U.S.C. 
3509) .  The  purpose  of  publishing  this  list 
in  ttie  PTcderal  Register  is  to  inform  the 
public. 

The  list  Includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
spiHisoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number (s), 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an  in¬ 
dication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear  to 
raise  no  significant  Issues  are  to  be  ap¬ 
proved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

P\irther  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

NATIONAL  AXSONAUnCS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Earth  Resources  Survey  Data  User  Question¬ 
naire,  single-time,  symposium  attendees. 
Energy  and  Science  Division,  Oaywood,  D. 
P.,  395-3810. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
-  WELFARE 

Center  for  Disease  Contr<^,  VD  Laboratory 
Survelllanoe  Report,  CDC  9.66,  annually, 
State,  territorial  and  looal  health  depcut- 
mente,  Dick  Blslnger,  395-4716. 


FEDERAL 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Highway  Administration,  Data  Col¬ 
lection  Plan  for  Research  Study  “The  Safe¬ 
ty  A^cts  of  Reduced  Speed  Limits  and  the 
Reduction  In  Travel  Caused  by  the  Energy 
Crisis,**  single-time.  State  highway  and/or 
transportation  departments,  Strasser,  A., 
395-3880. 

Extensions 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Statement  of  Purchaser  of  Owner  Assuming 
Veterans  OI  Loan,  26-6382,  on  occasion, 
purchaser,  Marsha  Traimham,  395-4529. 
Supplement  to  Application  for  Release  (From 
LlabUlty  on  His  OI  Home  Loan),  26-6381, 
on  occasion,  seller,  Marsha  Traynham,  395- 
4529. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
(FR  Doc.75-16069  Filed  6-6-75:8:45  am] 

POSTAL  SERVICE 

INCREASE  IN  CERTAIN  TEMPORARY 
POSTAGE  RATES 

Effective  Date 

On  September  25,  1973,  the  United 
States  Postal  Service  requested  the  Post¬ 
al  Rate  Commission  to  submit  to  the 
Governors  of  the  Postal  Service  a  recom¬ 
mended  decision  on  changes  in  rates  of 
postage  and  fees  for  postal  services  pur¬ 
suant  to  chapter  36  of  title  39,  United 
States  Code. 

By  notice  published  in  the  daily  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register  on  October  19, 1973 
(38  FR  29198),  the  Postal  Service  an¬ 
nounced  that,  should  the  Postal  Rate 
Commission  not  transmit  its  recom¬ 
mended  decision  to  the  Governors  of  the 
Postal  Service  within  90  days  after  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  Postal  Service’s  request 
(September  25,  1973),  the  Postal  Service 
intended  to  place  in  effect  specified  tem- 
ix>rary  changes  in  rates  of  postage  and 
fees  for  postal  services  under  the_  au¬ 
thority  of  39  U.S.C.  3641.  The  Postal 
Service  further  announced  that,  if  per¬ 
manent  rates  were  not  recommended  by 
the  Commission  prior  to  July  6,  1974, 
fiu-ther  temporary  changes  would  be 
Implemented  in  rates  for  classes  of  mail 
or  kinds  of  mailers  referred  to  in  39 
U.S.C.  3626. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  effective 
12:01  a.m.  on  July  6,  1975,  the  fourth 
step  of  phased  postage  rate  increases 
will  be  placed  In  effect  at  temporary  rate 
levels  for  the  following  classes  of  mail: 
second-class;  controlled  circulation; 
third-class  bulk  mail  for  qualified  non¬ 
profit  organization;  special  fourth-class 
and  library  fourth-class.  'This  action  rep¬ 
resents  the  next  step  of  scheduled  rate 
increases  for  the  designated  classifica¬ 
tions  of  mall  to  be  phased  in  over  a  period 
of  8  or  16  years,  depending  on  the  par¬ 


ticular  mail  classification  involved.  The 
phasing  period  was  extended  to  8  and  16 
years  by  Act  of  Congress  effective  June 
30,  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-328). 

The  rates  of  postage  to  be  established, 
effective  12:01  a.m.  on  July  6,  1975,  are 
set  forth  in  column  (3)  of  the  schedule 
published  below. 

(39  U.S.C.  101(d),  401,  403,  404,  3621-3641; 
84  Stat.  719) 

Roger  P.  Craig, 
Deputy  General  Counsel. 

Sehtduie  of  phated  pottage  rate*,  Julg  S,  197S 


Mail  doss 

(1) 

Postage 
rate  unit 

(2) 

Temporary 

rates 

(cents) 

(3) 

Second  class: 

In  county 

Pound  rate  matter . 

.  Pound . 

L« 

Per-piece  charge . 

.  Piece _ 

.4 

Per-«)py  charge . 

-  Copy . 

1. 4  or  2. 4 

Outside  county: 

Nonprofit: 

Nonadvertlsinff . 

..  Pound . 

3.1 

Advertising:  ■ 

Zones: 

1  and  2 . 

. do . 

5.3 

3 . 

. do. . 

6.0 

4 . 

. do . . 

7.6 

5 . 

. do . . 

9.1 

6 . 

. do. . 

10.2 

7 . 

. do . 

10.8 

8 . 

. . 

11.6 

Per  niece  charee... 

.6 

Cla.ssrooni: 

Nonadvertising . . 

..  Pound.. _ 

2.6 

Advertising: 

Zones: 

1  and  2 . 

. do. . 

3.2 

3 . 

. d^ . 

3.6 

4 . 

. do. . 

6.1 

5 . 

. do. . 

6.9 

6 . 

. do _ 

8.8 

7 . 

. do . 

10.2 

8 . 

. do. . 

11.8 

Per  piece  charge _ 

.  Piece.. . 

.4 

Ri^ular  rate; 

Nonadvertising: 

Advertising . . 

..  Pound . 

6.S 

Advertising: 

Zones: 

1  and  2  (Science  of 

Agriculture).... 

. do. . 

6.4 

. do........ 

7.7 

3 . 

. do». . 

8.6 

4 . 

. do _ 

ia2 

5 . 

. do. . 

12.2 

6 . 

. do.. . 

14.8 

7 . 

. do.... _ 

16.0 

8 . 

. do. . 

18.8 

Per-piece  charge  • _ 

.  Piece _ 

1.3 

Per  piece  * . 

. do.... _ 

.6 

ContepUed  clrculaUon: 

Per  pound . 

..  Pound . 

16.0 

51inimum  per  piece . 

..  Minimum  per 
piece. 

4.8 

Third  class: 

Nonprofit  bulk  rate: 

Circulars: 

Per  pound . 

..  Pound . 

11.0 

Minimum  per  piece.. 

..  Piece.. . 

1.8 

Book,  catalogs,  etc.: 

..  Pound . 

9.0 

Minimum  per  piece.. 

..  Minimum  per 

1.8 

piece. 

Fourth  class: 


Special  rate: 


19.0 

Each  additional.... 

...  Each  addi- 

9.0 

tional 

pound. 


Library  rate: 


Each  additional _ 

_ Each  addi- 

3.0 

tional 

pound. 

>  Not  applicable  to  publications  containing  10  percent 
or  less  advertising  oqr^nt. 

<  Publications  uudHog  5,000  or  more  copies  per  issue 
outside  county  of  publication. 

'  Publications  mailing  fewer  than  5,000  copies  per  issue 
outside  county  of  publication. 

[FR  Doc.76-14848  Filed  6-6-76;8;45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Labor-Management  Services 
Administration 

EMPLOYEE  BENEFIT  PLANS 

Extension  of  Interim  Exemption  From  Pro¬ 
hibitions  on  Securities  Transactions 
With  Certain  Broker-Dealers,  Reporting 
Dealers  and  Banks  Until  O^^ober  1,  1975 

On  April  23, 1975,  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  17861)  of 
an  extension  of  and  a  proposal  to  extend 
the  interim  exemption  granted  under  the 
authority  of  section  408(a>  of  the  Em¬ 
ployee  Retirement  Inccmie  Security  Act 
of  1974  and  section  4975(c)  (2)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  relating 
to  certain  securities  transactions  between 
employee  benefit  plans  subject  to  Title 
I  and  Title  n  of  the  Act  and  certain 
broker-dealers,  reporting  dealers  and 
banks. 

By  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  4,  1975  (40  FR 
5201) ,  an  interim  exemption  was  granted 
for  the  period  from  January  1,  1975,  to 
April  30,  1975,  with  respect  to  certain 
transactions  between  employee  benefit 
plans  and  brok^-dealers,  reporting  deal¬ 
ers  and  banks  which  provide  services  to 
such  plans.  That  exemption  was  based 
upon  a  record  ^ich  includes  the  written 
comments  submitted  in  response  to  a 
notice  of  an  exemption  proceeding  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  13,  1975  (40  FR  2483  and  2455, 
respectively) ,  and  the  testimony  received 
at  the  public  hearing  held  on  January 
21, 1975. 

The  notice  of  April  23,  1975,  an¬ 
nounced  the  extension  of  the  interim 
exemption  for  the  period  April  30,  1975, 
through  June  16,  1975,  pending  final 
action  on  a  proposal  to  extend  the  in¬ 
terim  exemption  was  proposed  in  order 
to  afford  all  Interested  persons  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  proposals  for  per¬ 
manent  ex«nptions  relating  to  trans¬ 
actions  between  plans  and  certain 
broker-dealers,  reporting  dealers  and 
banks,  and  in  order  to  provide  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  the  Department  of  Labor 
and  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  to 
consider  such  proposals.  TTie  notice  also 
requested  that  all  proposals  for  such 
permanent  exemptions  be  submitted  on 
or  before  May  31, 1975. 

The  Interim  exemption  as  extended 
through  June  16,  1975,  and  as  proposed 
for  extension  through  September  30, 
1975,  also  contains  a  modification  which 
takes  into  account  the  elimination  of 
fixed  minimum  commission  rates  on 
securities  transactions  effected  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  pursuant  to 
Rule  19b-3  under  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  (17  CFR  240  19t>-3, 
40  FR  7394,  February  20,  1975).  The  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  and  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  did  not  intend  by  this 
modification  to  narrow  or  enlarge  the 
extent  to  which  the  interim  exemption 
in  effect  from  February  15, 1975,  through 
April  30,  1975,  pennitted  broker-dealers, 
reporting  dealers  and  banks  to  engage 
in  transactions  for  the  purchase  or  sale 


of  securities  with  plans  to  which  they 
render  investment  advice. 

All  interested  perscms  were  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  by  May  12, 
1975,  concerning  the  proposed  extension 
of  the  Interim  exemption  through  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1975.  No  comments  adverse 
to  any  aspects  of  the  proposal  were  re¬ 
ceived.  Interested  persons  were  also  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit,  on  or 
before  May  12,  1975,  written  requests  for 
a  hearing  relating  to  the  proposed  ex¬ 
tension.  No  such  written  requests  were 
submitted  by  May  12,  1975,  and  no  such 
hearing  was  ordered. 

In  accordance  with  section  408(a)  of 
the  Act  and  section  4975(c)  (2)  of  the 
Code,  in  view  of  the  foregoing,  and  based 
upon  the  entire  record.  Including  the 
written  comments  submitted  in  response 
to  the  notices  dated  January  13,  1975, 
and  April  23.  1975,  and  the  t^timony  at 
the  public  hearing  held  on  January  21, 
1975,  the  Department  of  Labor  and  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service  make  the  fol¬ 
lowing  findings  and  determinations. 

(1)  The  extension  of  the  interim  ex¬ 
emption  through  September  30,  1975,  Is 
administratively  feasible; 

(2)  It  Is  in  the  interest  of  the  plans 
and  of  their  participants  and  bene¬ 
ficiaries;  and 

(3)  It  Is  protective  ot  the  rights  of 
participants  and  beneficiaries  of  plans. 

Accordingly,  the  interim  exemption 
published  on  February  4,  1975,  in  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  5201,  FR  Doc. 
75-3340),  as  extended  through  June  16, 
1975  by  notice  published  on  April  23, 
1975,  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
17861,  PR  Doc.  75-10666),  Is  hereby 
further  extended  as  pn^xjsed  In  the 
April  23,  1975,  notice.  The  amended  in¬ 
terim  exemption  reads  as  set  forth  below. 

The  restrictions  of  section  406  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975  of  the  Code  shall 
not  apply  to  the  following  transactions: 

(a)  Period  from  January  1,  1975,  to 
February  15,  1975.  With  respect  to  a 
broker-dealer  registered  imder  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  a  report- 
livg  dealer  who  makes  primary  markets 
In  Government  securities  and  reports 
daily  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
New  York  its  positions  with  respect  to 
Government  securities  and  borrowings 
thereon,  or  a  bank  supervised  by  the 
United  States  or  a  State,  any  purchase 
or  sale  of  a  security  between  an  em¬ 
ployee  benefit  plan  and  such  a  broker- 
dealer,  reporting  dealer,  or  bank,  which 
purchase  or  sale  has  a  final  settlement 
date  before  February  15,  1975,  if: 

(1)  Such  broker-dealer,  reporting 
dealer,  or  bank  ordinarily  and  custom¬ 
arily  engaged  In  similar  transactions  on 
December  31,  1974; 

(2)  Such  transaction  Is  at  least  as 
favorable  to  the  plan  as  an  arm’s-length 
transaction  with  an  unrelated  party 
would  be; 

(3)  The  transaction  was  not,  at  the 
time  of  such  transaction,  a  prohibited 
transaction  (within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  503(b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  or  the  corresponding  pro¬ 
visions  of  prior  law) ;  and 


(4)  In  the  case  of  such  a  bank  or  re¬ 
porting  dealer,  such  purchases  or  sales 
are  purchases  or  sales  of  securities  of 
the  United  States  Government  or  of  an 
agency  of  the  United  States  Government 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  “Government 
sccuriUGs**^ 

(b)  Period  ending  April  30,  1975.  With 
respect  to  a  broker-dealer,  reporting 
dealer,  or  bank,  within  the  meaning  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  document,  any 
purchase  or  sale  of  a  security  between 
an  employee  benefit  plan  and  such  a 
broker-dealer,  reporting  dealer,  or  bank 
which  has  a  final  settlement  date  after 
February  14,  1975,  but  before  May  1, 
1975,  if  the  requirements  of  paragraphs 
(a)  (1),  (2).  (3),  and  (4)  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  met  and  if  such  broker-dealer, 
reporting  dealer,  or  bank  does  not  render 
Investment  advice  to  the  plan  and  does 
not  have  any  discretionary  authority  or 
discretionary  control  respecting  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  plan  or  disposition  of  the 
assets  of  the  plan. 

For  purposes  of  this  paragraph,  such  a 
broker-dealer,  reporting  dealer,  or  bank 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  rendering  In¬ 
vestment  advice  or  having  any  such  dis¬ 
cretionary  authority  or  discretionary 
control  solely  because  it  does  one  or  more 
of  the  following: 

(1)  It  renders  advice  to  a  plan  (1) 
which  Is  solely  Incidental  to  the  conduct 
of  Its  business  as  a  broker  or  dealer, 
limited,  however,  in  the  case  of  a  bank, 
to  the  conduct  of  that  part  of  Its  busi¬ 
ness  consisting  of  dealing  In  Govern¬ 
ment  securities,  and  (11)  It  receives  no 
special  compensation  therefor  (within 
the  meaning  of  section  202(a)  (11)  (C) 
of  the  Investment  Advisers  Act  of  1940 
(15  U.S.C.  80b-2(a)(ll)(C))); 

(2)  It  provides  services  which  enable 
a  plan  to  evaluate  Its  ixirtfollo  per¬ 
formance; 

(3)  It  provides  securities  custodial 
services  for  a  plan; 

(4)  It  executes  purchases  or  sales  of 
securities  on  behalf  of  a  plan  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  Its  business  as  a 
broker,  dealer,  or  bank,  pursuant  to  In¬ 
structions  of  an  unrelated  fiduciary  if 
such  instructions  specify  the  security  to 
be  purchased  or  sold,  a  price  range 
within  which  such  security  is  to  be  pur¬ 
chased  or  sold,  a  time  span  during  which 
such  security  may  be  purchased  or  sold 
(not  to  exceed  five  business  days),  and 
the  minimum  or  maximum  quantity  of 
such  security  which  may  be  purchased 
or  sold  within  such  price  range. 

(c)  Period  ending  September  30,  1975. 
With  respect  to  a  broker-dealer,  report¬ 
ing  dealer,  or  bank,  within  the  meaning 
of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  document,  any 
purchase  or  sale  of  a  security  between 
an  employee  benefit  plan  and  such  a 
broker-dealer,  reporting  dealer,  or  bank, 
which  has  a  final  settlement  date  after 
April  30,  1975,  but  before  October  1, 
1975,  if  toe  requirements  of  paragraphs 
(a)  (1),  (3),  (3),  and  (4)  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  met  and  If  such  broker-dealer, 
reporting  dealer,  or  bank  does  not  render 
Investment  advice  to  the  plan  and  does 
not  have  any  discretionary  authority  or 
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discretionary  control  respecting  man¬ 
agement  of  the  plan  or  disposition  of  the 
assets  of  the  plan.  For  purposes  of  this 
paragraph,  such  a  broker-dealer,  report¬ 
ing  dealer,  or  bank  shall  not  be  deemed 
to  be  rendering  investment  advice  or  hav¬ 
ing  any  such  discretionary  authority  or 
discretionary  control  solely  because  it 
does  one  or  more  of  the  following: 

(1)  It  renders  advice  to  a  plan, 
whether  or  not  for  special  compensation, 
which  (1)  is  solely  incidental  to  the  con¬ 
duct  of  its  business  as  a  broker  or  dealer, 
limited,  however,  in  the  case  of  a  bank, 
to  the  conduct  of  that  part  of  its  busi¬ 
ness  consisting  of  dealing  in  Government 
securities,  and  (11)  if  the  advice  had  been 
rendered  prior  to  May  1, 1975,  the  broker 
or  dealer  customarily  would  have  re¬ 
ceived  no  special  compensation  therefor 
(within  the  meaning  of  section  202(a) 
(11)  (C)  of  the  Investment  Advisers  Act 
of  1940  (15  U.S.C.  80b-2(a)  (11)  (C) ) )  ; 

(2)  It  provides  services  which  enable  a 
plan  to  evaluate  its  portfolio  perform¬ 
ance; 

(3)  It  provides  securities  custodial 
services  for  a  plan; 

(4)  It  executes  purchases  or  sales 
of  securities  on  behalf  of  a  plan  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  its  business  as  a 
brewer,  dealer,  or  bank,  pursuant  to  in¬ 
structions  of  an  imrelated  fiduciary  if 
such  Instructions  specify  the  security  to 
be  purchased  or  sold,  a  price  range 
within  which  such  security  is  to  be  pur¬ 
chased  or  sold,  a  time  span  during  which 
such  security  may  be  purchased  or  sold 
(not  to  exceed  five  business  days),  and 
the  minimum  or  maximum  quantity  of 
such  seciirity  which  may  be  purchased 
or  sold  within  such  price  range. 

(d)  Affiliates.  For  purposes  of  para¬ 
graphs  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  this  docu¬ 
ment,  an  affiliate  of  any  brdeer-dealer, 
reporting  dealer,  or  bank  shall  be  treated 
as  the  same  entity  as  such  broker-dealer, 
reporting  dealer,  or  bank.  For  this  pur¬ 
pose  a  corporation  or  partnership  is  an 
affiliate  of  an  Incorporated  or  unincor¬ 
porated  broker-dealer,  reporting  dealer, 
or  bank  if  It  is  a  member  of  a  controlled 
group  which  Includes  such  broker-dealer, 
reporting  dealer,  or  bank;  and  a  con¬ 
trolled  group  shall  be  defined  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  term  “controlled  group  of 
corporations”  Is  defined  in  section  1563 
(a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954,  except  Uiat  “50  percent”  shall  be 
substituted  for  “80  percent”  wherever 
the  latter  percentage  appears  in  such 
section,  and  except  that  in  the  case  of 
partnership,  the  term  “corporation” 
shall  be  read  as  including  a  partnership, 
and  the  term  “stock”  shall  be  read  as 
including  the  profits  interest  of  a  part¬ 
nership. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  5th 
day  of  June  1975. 

James  D.  Hutchinson, 
Acting  Administrator  of  Pension 
and  Welfare  Benefit  Pro¬ 
grams,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor. 

Donald  C.  Alexander, 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

[FB  Doc.76-15120  PUeO  «-«-76;9:49  am] 


Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 
(Docket  No.  S-101] 

EXPOSURE  TO  ELECTROMAGNETIC 
PULSES 

Determination  Not  To  Propose  Standard 

On  April  21,  1972,  the  Boeing  Com¬ 
pany  filed  a  petition  with  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  requesting  the  promulgation  of 
a  standard  which  would,  among  other 
things,  regulate  the  exposure  of  rai- 
ployees  to  electromagnetic  pulses 
(EMP’s) .  The  petitioner  suggested  using 
as  a  standard  the  requirements  contained 
in  the  U.S.  Air  Force  document  entitled 
“Provisional  Safety  Criteria  for  Use  in 
Electromagnetic  Pvdsers,”  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  15,  1971  (revised  August  24,  1972). 
The  Air  Force  document  included  pro¬ 
visions  establishing  a  maximum  permis¬ 
sible  exposure  limit,  requiring  control  of 
overexpKJSiu^,  excluding  employees  with 
pacemakers  from  working  where  EMP’s 
are  generated,  and  establishing  a  medical 
surveillance  program. 

In  response  to  the  petition,  a  notice 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  February  26,  1974  (39  FR  7499) ,  de¬ 
tailing  the  provisions  in  the  Air  Force 
document  and  requesting  information 
concerning  EMP’s  with  respect  to  the 
following: 

(1)  The  need  for  a  standard  regulating 
employee  exposure  to  EMP’s; 

(2)  The  merits  of  the  requirements  set 
forth  in  the  Air  Force  document; 

(3)  Alternative  suggestions  to  the  Air 
Force  provisions; 

(4)  Injury  and  Illness  experience,  relevant 

cost  data,  and  environmental  Impact  con¬ 
siderations;  and  * 

(6)  Any  other  related  issues. 

Thirty-one  submissions  were  received  in 
response  to  the  request  for  information. 
The  prevailing  view  expressed  in  these  com¬ 
ments  indicated  that  the  need  for  such  a 
standard  at  this  time  is  doubtful,  and,  in 
addition,  that  scientific  information  is  in- 
sufBclent  to  determine  an  appropriate  max¬ 
imum  permissible  exposure  limit. 

With  regard  to  physiological  hazards 
associated  with  EMP’s,  all  commenters 
who  addressed  the  issue  indicated  that 
they  had  no  evidence  of  any  Injuries  or 
illnesses  which  were  attributable  to 
EMP’s.  The  most  comprehensive  study 
reported  was  conducted  by  Baum,  Skid¬ 
more  and  Ekstrom  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Radiobiology  Research  Institute,  and  is 
entitled  “Continuous  Exposure  of  Ro¬ 
dents  to  10"  Pulses  of  Electromagnetic 
Radiation.”  The  authors  reported  the 
results  of  an  experiment  in  which  ro¬ 
dents  were  exposed  to  EMP’s  at  five 
pulses  per  second  for  10"  pulses,  where 
the  peak  electric  field  strength  was  447 
kV/m  with  a  5  nsec  rise  time  and  a  550 
nsec  1/e  fall  time  (a  condition,  the  au¬ 
thors  indicated,  in  excess  of  that  en¬ 
countered  by  humans  who  operate  EMP 
facilities).  They  concluded  that  no  ap¬ 
parent  injuries  could  be  demonstrated. 
This  finding  was  based  upon  blood  cell 
V)roduction  and  concentration,  blood 
chemistry,  chromosomal  aberration,  his¬ 
tology,  and  leukemia  and  mammary 


tumor  determinations.  The  authors  in¬ 
dicated  that  it  could  be  safely  predicted 
that  human  exposiu’e  under  similar  con¬ 
ditions  would  show  no  acute  Injurious 
biological  effects. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  in¬ 
creased  malignancy  in  humans  exposed 
to  EMP’s,  the  authors  indicated  in  their 
report  that,  while  a  more  positive  deter¬ 
mination  could  not  be  made  until  the 
experiment  was  completed,  the  negative 
results  obtained  from  leukemia  prone 
mice,  the  absence  of  damage  to  bone 
marrow  cell  chromosomes  and  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  abnormalities  in  the  progeny  of 
EMP  exposed  pregnant  rats,  appeared  to 
make  such  a  result  unlikely.  (Consulta¬ 
tion  with  the  authors  subsequent  to 
completion  of  the  experiment  revealed 
that^  in  fact,  there  was  no  Indication  of 
increased  malignancy  in  the  experimen¬ 
tal  animals.)  Therefore,  at  this  time,  and 
based  upon  the  information  currently 
available,  there  appears  to  be  no  reason¬ 
able  grounds  for  concluding  that  expo¬ 
sure  to  EMP’s  normally  encountered  by 
humans  who  operate  EMP  facilities  will 
result  in  malignancy. 

The  second  major  issue  raised  by 
commenters  addressed  the  question  of 
maximum  E  field  exposure  to  simulated 
electromagnetic  pulses  as  determined  by 
the  following  formula; 

E=(1.94xl0=)  - 

It 

where  E  is  expressed  in  volts/meter 
and  t  is  the  simulated  pulse  width  in 
seconds.  One  commenter  indicated  that 
the  formula  was  erroneous  because  its 
derivation  was  based  upon  time  dura¬ 
tions  in  excess  of  .1  hour  while  it  was 
being  applied  to  pulses  with  durations  of 
less  than  one  second.  By  virtue  of  this, 
another  argued,  the  maximum  permis¬ 
sible  E  field  exposure  would  be  so  great, 
that  effectively  no  protection  at  all 
would  be  provided  since  it  would  be  ex¬ 
tremely  unlikely  that  the  exposure  limit 
would  ever  be  exceeded.  It  was  further 
indicated  that  assiuning  the  use  of  a 
pulser  with  sufficient  energy  to  create 
an  E  field  equal  to  the  maximum  per¬ 
missible  exposure,  the  formula  would 
permit  exposure  of  employees  in  air 
which  had  become  ionized,  and  this 
clearly  would  not  be  responsive  to  em¬ 
ployee  safety.  Several  others  attacked 
the  adequacy  of  the  formula  on  similar 
groimds. 

While  it  appears  that  the  suggested 
formula  is  Inadequate,  the  comments 
indicate  that  due  to  the  paucity  of  exist¬ 
ing  information  on  the  physiological  con¬ 
sequences  associated  with  EMP  exposure, 
the  maximum  E  field  exposure  cannot 
be  determined  with  any  d^ree  of  con¬ 
fidence  at  this  time.  The  American  Na¬ 
tional  Standards  Institute’s  C-95  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Radio  Frequency  Radiation 
Hazards  established  a  working  group  to 
review  provisional  safety  criteria  for  ex¬ 
posure  to  EMP’s,  and  it  was  imable  to 
reach  a  consensus  opinion  due  to  in¬ 
sufficient  evidence  upon  which  to  base 
such  guidelines.  Several  federal  agencies 
as  well  as  private  institutions  concurred 
with  the  conclusion  that  sufficient  data  is 
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not  currently  available  to  permit  the 
determination  of  an  appropriate  E  ll^d 
exposure  limit. 

In  view  of  the  above  considerations, 
it  appears  that  the  need  for  a  standard 
regulating  employee  exposure  to  EMP's 
has  not  bem  shown  and  that  the  scien¬ 
tific  information  necessary  for  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  a  standard  currently  does  not 
exist.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  6 
of  the  Williams-Steiger  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat. 
1593,  29  U.S.C.  655)  and  Secretary  of 
Labor's  Order  No.  12-71  (36  PR  8754),  it 
has  been  determined  that  a  proposed 
standard  on  exposure  to  electromagnetic 
pulses  should  not  be  issued  at  this  time. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  3d 
da^  of  June  1975. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

|FR  Doc.75-14996  Filed  6-6-75:8:45  ami 


Office  of  Employee  Benefits  Security 

ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  EMPLOYEE 
WELFARE  AND  PENSION  BENEFIT  PLANS 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  512  of  the  Em¬ 
ployee  Retirement  Income  Security  Act 
of  1974  (29  U.S.C.  1001)  meetings  of  the 
Advisory  Council  on  Employee  Welfare 
and  Pension  Benefit  Plans  will  be  held 
Monday  and  Tuesday,  June  23  and  24, 
1975,  at  10  a.m.,  in  the  Tudor  Room. 
Shoreham  Americana  Hotel,  2500  Cal¬ 
vert  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  items  listed  in^the  following 
agenda: 

1.  Indemnification  Work  Group  Report. 

2.  Recordkeeping  WcMrk  Group  Report. 

3.  Investment  In  Employer  Securities  Work 
Group  Report. 

4.  Seasonal  Industries  Work  Group  Report. 

5.  Monitoring  Fiduciary  LiabiUty  Insur¬ 
ance. 

6.  Reporting  and  Disclosure  Developments. 

7.  Repmrting  and  Disclosure  Impact  on 
Small  Employers. 

8.  Prohibited  Transactions. 

9.  Jotht  Administration  ol  ERISA. 

10.  Future  Meetings — Agenda.  Schedule. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  file  a 
written  statement  concerning  the  topics 
imder  this  agenda  or  any  other  matters 
relating  to  the  Advisory  Council  with 
Paul  J.  Passer,  Jr.,  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Labor-Management  Relations,  New 
Department  of  Labor  Building,  200  Con- 
stitutlcm  Avenue.  NW..  Room  S2307, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Person  desiring  to  attend  should  notify 
Mr.  Edward  P.  Lysczek,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Advisory  CouncU,  New  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  Building,  200  Consti¬ 
tution  Avenue.  NW.,  Room  N4700,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20210,  or  may  call  Area  (?ode 
202/523-8753. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  5th 
day  of  June  1975. 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
[TA-W-33] 

FREEMAN  SHOE  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  May  29,  1975,  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under  Sec¬ 
tion  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  General  Teamsters 
and  Allied  Workers  Union,  on  behalf  of 
the  workers  and  former  workers  of  Pree- 
man  Shoe  Company,  Waynesboro,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  (TA-W-33). 

Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  OfiBce 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CPR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  men’s  footwear 
produced  by  Preeman  Shoe  Company  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the 
actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  a  significant  niunber  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision.  The  investigation  will  fur-  ^ 
ther  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
Involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  imder  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CPR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CPR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  OfSce 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
June  16, 1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspecticm  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust- 
m«it  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  9t  end  Constitution  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Wsishington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  May,  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Pooks, 

Acting  Director,  Offlce  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  DOC.7S-14880  Pfied  6-^75:8:46  am] 
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Paul  J.  Passer,  Jr.. 
Assistant  Secretarg  for 
Lahor-Management  ReHations. 
[FB  Doe.75-15060  PUed  6-6-75:8:46  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Notice  784] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

June  4, 1975. 

•  Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argiunent  li¬ 
near  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  bearings  will  be  on  the  Issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  Insure  that  they  are  notifled 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  18088  Sub  55,  Floyd  &  Beasley  Transfer 
Company,  Inc.,  now  assigned  July  7,  1975 
at  Montgomery,  Alabama;  wUl  be  beld 
In  Room  816,  Aronov  Building,  474  Soutb 
Court  Street. 

MC  97810  Sub  14,  Sharron  Motor  Lines,  Inc., 
now  assigned  July  29,  1976  at  Montgomery, 
Alabama;  will  be  held  in  Room  816,  Aronov 
BuUdlng,  474  South  Court  Street. 

MC  14702  Sub  66,  Ohio  Fast  Freight,  Inc., 
now  assigned  July  8,  1975  at  Columbtis, 
Ohio  is  canceled  and  the  application  is 
dismissed. 

MC  123640  Sub  18,  Summit  City  Enterprises, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  July  8,  1076  at  Chicago, 
Illinois;  will  be  held  in  Room  204A  Everett 
McKinley  Dlrksen  BuUding,  219  B.  Dear¬ 
born  Street. 

MC  107496  Sub  967,  Ruan  Tran^>ort 
Corporation,  now  assigned  July  10,  1976  at 
Chicago,  Illinois;  will  be  beld  in  Room 
204A,  Everett  McKinley  Dlrksen  Building, 
219  S.  Dearborn  St. 

MC  110988  Sub  316,  Schneider  Tank  Lines, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  July  14, 1975  at  Chicago, 
Illinois;  wlU  be  held  In  Room  204A, 
Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  Building.  219  8. 
Dearborn  St. 

MC  107295  Sub  713,  Pre-Fab  Transit  Co.,  now 
assigned  July  16,  1975  at  Chicago,  Illinois; 
will  be  held  in  Room  204A,  Everett  McKln^ 
ley  Dirksen  Building,  219  S.  Dearborn 
Street. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.75-14982  Filed  6-6-75;8:45  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
June  4,  1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
mission  Gateway  Elimination  Rules 
(49  CFR  Part  1065),  and  notice  thereof 
to  all  Interested  persons  is  hereby  given 
as  provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  Jime  19,  1975.  A  copy 


must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or 
its  representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  Identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  9325  (Sub-No.  E6)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  13,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  May  23,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  K  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1348, 
Lake  Oswego,  Oreg.  97034.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  P.  Crew,  620 
Blue  Choss  Bldg.,  Portland,  Oreg.  97201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Cement,  in 
bulk,  between  points  in  Washington  west 
of  the  Cascade  Mountains,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Oregon,  restricted  aaginst  traffic  moving 
between  points  in  Whatcom,  Skagit, 
Snohomish,  Island,  Kitsap,  Clallum,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Mason,  and  King  Counties, 
Wash.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Wallowa,  Union,  and 
Umatilla  Counties,  Oreg.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Oregon  west  of  the  Cascade 
Mountains.  The  purpose  of  this  correc¬ 
tion  is  to  change  the  Sub-No.  E5  to  Sub- 
No.  E6. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub-No.  E25),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFINERS 
TRANSPORT  &  TERMINAL  CORPO¬ 
RATION,  445  Earlwood  Avenue,  Oregon, 
Ohio  43616.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  A.  GoUan  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Liquid  plastics 
and  chemicals  except  petrochemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  facilities 
of  the  UBS  Chemical  Company  plant  at 
Lanont,  HI.,  to  points  in  Kentucky,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
acetone,  ethyl  acetate,  alcohol,  vodka, 
gin,  proprietary  antl-freeze  preparations 
and  choline  chloride;  (2)  resins,  var¬ 
nishes.  lacquers,  glues  and  liquid  plastics, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  the  UBS  Chemical  Company  plant 
at  Lemont,  HI.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
acetone,  ethyl  acetate,  alcohol,  vodka, 
gin,  proprietary  antl-freeze  preparations 
and  choline  chloride;  and  (3)  resins, 
varnishes,  lacquers  arid  glues,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  the  facilities  of  the 
UBS  Chemical  Company  plant  al;  Le¬ 
mont,  HI.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Maine,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Rhode  Island  and 
Vermont,  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  acetone,  ethyl  acetate,  alco¬ 
hol,  vodka,  gin,  proprietary  antl-freeze 
prepsurations  and  ch(^e  chloride.  The 
piirpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  (1)  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  (2) 
Toledo  or  Kenton,  Ohio,  and  (3)  Toledo, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub-No.  E30),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFINERS 
TRANSPORT  ft  TERMINAL  CORPO¬ 


RATION,  445  Earlwood  Avenue,  Oregon, 
Ohio  43616.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  A.  Oollan  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Naphtha,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Biay  City,  Mich., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania 
north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Ohlo-Pennsylvania  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Blairs- 
vlUe,  Pa.,  thence  along  to  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  York  State  line,  to  points  in 
New  York  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line  and 
extending  along  to  Deposit,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  8  to  Utica, 
N.Y.,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
49  to  Rome,  N.Y.,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  69  to  CTamden,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  13  to  Port  On¬ 
tario,  N.Y.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Cleveland, 
Ohio  and  Titusville,  Pa. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub-No.  E31),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  REFINERS 
TRANSPORT  ft  TERMINAL  CORPO¬ 
RATION,  445  Earlwood  Avenue,  Oregon, 
Ohio  43616.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  A.  Oollan  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  cerate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Petroleum 
products  as  described  in  Appendix  yttt 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  frcxn  Louisville, 
Ky.,  and  points  within  10  miles  of  Louis¬ 
ville,  to  points  in  Illinois  nor^  and  west 
of  a  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
54  frmn  the  Mississippi  River  to  Spring- 
field,  HI.,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  66 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  24  near 
C^henoa,  HI.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
24  to  the  Illinois -Indiana  State  Une;  and 
(2)  petroleum  products,  except  petro- 
chnnlcals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Louisville,  Ky.,  and  points  within  10 
miles  thereof  to  points  in  Michigan  north 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Muske¬ 
gon,  Mich.,  extending  along  Michigan 
Highway  M-46  to  Michigan  Highway 
M-66  to  Charlevoix.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1) 
New  Goshen,  Ind.,  and  (2)  Himtington, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  61592  (Sub-No.  E117),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  JENKINS 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  697,  Jef¬ 
fersonville,  Ind.  47130.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  J.  Jenkins  (same 
as  above).  Author!^  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Lumber  (except  pl3rwood,  veneer,  built- 
up  wood  and  flooring) ;  (a)  from  points 
in  Spartanburg  and  Greenwood  Coun¬ 
ties,  S.C.,  to  points  in  Maryland;  (b) 
from  points  in  South  Carolina  to  points 
in  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 
and  New  Jersey;  (c)  fnmi  points  In 
Orangeburg  County,  S.C.,  east  of  UB. 
Highway  176  and  points  in  Richland 
County,  8.C.,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  and  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Indiana-Kentucky 
State  line  and  extending  along  Inter- 
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state  Highway  64  to  Frankfort,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  460  to  Mt.  Sterling, 
and  thence  along  Interstate  Hiidiway  64 
to  the  Kentucky-West  Virginia  State 
line;  (d)  from  points  in  Marlboro,  Lee, 
Charleston,  Horry,  Kershaw,  Dillon, 
Florence,  Georgetown,  Orangeburg,  Wil¬ 
liamsburg,  Lancaster,  Marion,  Claren¬ 
don.  Berkeley,  and  Sumter  Counties, 
S.C.,  to  points  in  Kentucky;  and  (e> 
from  points  in  that  part  of  South  Caro¬ 
lina  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
21  to  Columbia,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  321  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  278, 
and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  278  to 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  to  points  in  Ohio 
(Wadesboro,  N.C.)  •. 

(2)  Stone,  from  Richland  and  Fair- 
field  Counties,  S.C.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Wyoming,  Nebraste,  Kansas,  points  in 
that  part  of  Oklahoma  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Missouri-Oklahoma 
State  line  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  44  to  Big  Cabin,  and 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  the 
Oklahoma-Texas  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Highway  35  to  Fort 
Worth,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  174 
to  junction  Texas  Highway  22,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  22  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  281,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
281  to  San  Antonio,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  81  to  Laredo,  Iowa,  points  in 
that  part  of  Missouri  on,  north,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Hlinois-Mis- 
souri  State  line  and  extending  along 
Missouri  Highway  51  to  jimction  Missouri 
Highway  34,  thence  along  Missouri  High¬ 
way  34  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Spring- 
field.  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60 
to  the  Missouri-Oklahoma  State  line, 
points  in  that  part  of  Illinois  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ken- 
tucky-niinois  State  line  and  extendii^; 
along  Illinois  Highway  13  to  junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  149,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  149  to  junction  Illinois  Highway 
3,  and  thence  sdong  Illinois  Highway  3  to 
the  niinois-Missourl  State  line,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Michigan,  Indiana,  Ohio,  and  points 
in  that  part  of  Kentucky  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana-Ken- 
tucky  State  line  and  extending  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  64  to  Winchester, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  15  to 
Premium,  and  thence  alcmg  n.S.  High¬ 
way  119  to  the  Kentucky-Virginia  State 
line  (restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  from  points  in  Fairfield 
County,  S.C.)  (Mt  Airy,  N.C.)*.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  64932  (Sub-No>  E85)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  June  3, 1974,  published  in  the 
Fxderai.  Rkgister  May  27,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  RiXIERS  CARTAGE  CO..  10735 
South  Cicero  Avenue,  Oak  Lawn,  HL 
60453.  Applicant’s  representative:  W.  F. 
Farrell  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  lAguid  chemicals,  in  bulk. 
In  tank  vdilcles,  fnxn  the  plant  site  ot 
Bavid  Chemical  Industries.  Ind.,  at  or 
near  Maplet(Hi.  HI.,  to  those  points  In 


Nebraska  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  South  Dakota-Nebraska  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to 
junction  n.S.  Highway  34,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  34  to  the  Nebraska-Iowa 
State  line  (plant  site  of  the  Hawkeye 
Chemical  Company  at  or  near  Clinton, 
Iowa)  *,  and  Kansas,  and  those  in  Ne¬ 
braska  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  South  Dakota-Nebraska  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  34  to  the  Nebraska-Iowa 
State  line  (Pike  County,  Mo.)  *.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  as  indicated  by  sisteiisks  above.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  change 
the  Sub-No.  E95  to  Sub-No.  E85). 

No.  MC  102569  (Sub-No.  E7)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  June  3,  1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  May  23,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant;  MC  NAIR  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
2040  North  Loop  West,  Houston,  Tex. 
77018.  Applicant’s  representative:  Tom 
Wright  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  petroleum 
products,  as  are  liquid  chemicals 
(except  liquefied  petroleum  gases),  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Hen¬ 
derson,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Texas 
within  150  miles  of  Henderson,  to 
those  points  in  Georgia  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia- Alabama  State 
line  and  extending  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  26  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
95,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  95 
to  the  Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  American 
Cyanamid  Co.,  at  Avondale,  La.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  correct  the 
MC  number.  Previously  was  MC  102657, 
changed  to  MC  102569. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E138),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357. 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  Joe  Day  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod- 
ucts,  as  described  in  Appendix  XIH  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  In  bulk, 
in  tank  v^icles  (except  liquefied  petro¬ 
leum  gas,  anhydrous  ammonia  and  as¬ 
phalt),  frcun  those  points  in  Texas,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  and  Louisiana  within  150  miles 
of  Henderson,  Tex.,  which  are  south  of 
UB.  Highway  82,  to  points  in  Tennessee 
(except  those  In  Shelby  County),  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  Cotton 
r  Valley,  La.,  and  Waskom  and  Mt.  Pleas¬ 
ant,  Tex. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E139),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  Cfity,  La.  71010.  Api^cant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Joe  Day  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle.  oVer  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  liquefied  petroleum  gas) .  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  those  points 
In  Arkansas  west  of  UB.  Highway  59,  to 


those  points  in  Louisiana  within  150 
miles  of  Henderson,  Tex.,  which  are 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  84.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Henderson,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Texas 
within  150  miles  of  Henderson. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E140),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Joe  Day  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  products, 
as  described  in  Appendix  XIH  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles  (except  liquefied  petroleum 
gas,  anhydrous  ammonia  and  asphalt), 
from  those  points  in  Texas,  Louisiana, 
and  Arkansas,  within  150  miles  of  Hen¬ 
derson,  Tex.,  to  those  points  in  Florida 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Naples,  Fla., 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to 
the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
El  Dorado,  Ark.,  Cotton  Valley,  La.,  and 
Waskom  and  Mt.  Pleasant,  Tex. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E141),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  CSty,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Joe  Day  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  products, 
as  described  in  Appendix  Xlll  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles  (except  liquefied  petroleum 
gas,  anhydrous  ammonia  and  asphalt), 
from  those  points  in  Texas,  Arkansas, 
and  Louisiana  within  150  miles  of  Hen¬ 
derson,  Tex.,  which  are  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  79  near  Rockdale,  Tex.,  to  those 
points  in  Florida  south  of  Florida  High¬ 
way  60.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  El  Dorado, 
Ark.,  Cotton  Valley,  La.,  and  Waskom 
and  Mt.  Pleasant,  Tex. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E142),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  Cfity,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Joe  Day  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  products, 
as  described  in  Appendix  XIH  to'the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles  (except  liquefied  petroleum 
gSLS,  anhydrous  sunmonia  and  asphalt), 
from  those  points  in  Texas,  Arkansas, 
and  Louisiana  wlUiin  150  miles  of  Hen¬ 
derson,  Tex.,  which  are  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  on  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  near  Weatherford,  Tex.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  20  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  79  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  15,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  15  to  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  to  points 
in  Florida.  Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  El  Dorado, 
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Ark.,  Cotton  Valley,  La.,  and  Waskom 
and  Mt.  Pleasant,  Ark. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E143),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  At^licant;  MC  NAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC,,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Day -isame  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  xm 
to  the  r^ort  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  liquefied 
petroleum  gas,  anhydrous  ammonia  and 
asphalt),  from  those  points  in  Texas, 
Arkansas,  and  Louisiana  within  150 
miles  of  Henderson,  Tex.,  which  are 
north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Mena,  Ark.,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  59/71  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
82,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway  82  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  79  to  Junction 
Libulslana  Highway  147,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  147  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  167,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  167  to  Junction  Louisiana  Highway 
28,  thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  28 
to  Junction  Louisiana  Highway  8,  thence 
along  Louisiana  Highway  8  to  Junction 
Texas  Highway  63,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  63  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
190,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  190  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  30,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  30  to  Junction  Texas 
Highway  90,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  90  to  Berlin,  Tex.,  to  those  points 
in  Florida  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Naples,  Fla.,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  Cotton 
Valley,  La.,  and  Waskom  and  Mt. 
Pleasant,  Tex. 

No!  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  E521),  filed 
January  27,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  33050.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  M.  Tettlebaum, 
Suite  375,  3379  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Dairy  products,  as  classified  in 
Section  B  of  Appendix  to  the  report  in 
Modification  of  Permits-Packinghouse 
Prod^ts,  46  M.C.C.  23,  (a)  from  Chlck- 
asha,  Okla.,  to  Virginia,  North  Carolina 
and  South  Carolina,  (b)  from  Elk  City, 
Okla.,  to  Virginia,  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina,  (c)  from  Woodward, 
Okla.,  to  Virginia,  North  Carolina  and 
South  CTarollna,  and  that  portion  of  West 
Virginia  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  219, 
and  (d)  from  Enid,  Okla.,  to  Virginia, 
North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina:  (2) 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products, 
dairy  products  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
Sections  A,  B,  and  C  of  Appendix  to  the 
report  in  Modification  of  Permits-Pack¬ 
inghouse  Products,  46  M.C.C.  23,  from 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  to  South  Carolina, 
North  Carcdlna,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia;  and  (3)  frozen  foods,  from 
Oklahoma  City  and  Enid,  Okla.,  to 


Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E37)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  31, 1974,  published  in  the 
Fedbral  Register  December  1974.  Appli¬ 
cant:  FROZEN  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Mike  Smith  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Humboldt,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
Blinois  and  Michigan.  Restriction:  The 
service  authorized  herein  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  warehouse  or  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  Ocom  &  Poods  Company  at  Hum¬ 
boldt,  Teim.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
Missouri.  The  purpose  of  this  correction 
is  to  correct  the  gateway. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E56),  filed 
May  31, 1974.  Applicant:  FR02iEN  POOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mike  Smith  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cheese  and  frozen  foods, 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Nashville,  Term.,  to 
points  in  Texas,  New  Mexico,  Arizona, 
and  Cidifomia.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points 
in  Texas  and  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  E44),  filed 
May  31,  1974.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE 
MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  113, 
Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  E.  S.  Gordon  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Electronic 
equipment,  electronic  machinery,  and 
electronic  systems,  requiring  specialized 
handling  or  rigging,  between  points  in 
that  part  of  New  York  on  and  east  of  New 
York  Highway  14,  and  that  part  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Maryland-Pennsylvania  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  14,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  14  to  the 
Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  California,  Nevada,  Oregon,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  (points  in  Massachusetts)*;  and 
(2)  Electronic  equipment,  electronic  ma¬ 
chinery,  and  electtonic  systems,  requir¬ 
ing  specialized  handling  or  rigging,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Vermont,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  New  York  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  20  beginning  at 
Silver  C?reek,  N.Y.,  to  Junction  Alternate 
U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20  to  the  New  York-Massachusetts 
State  line.  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Ohio,  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Texas,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  (points 
In  Massachusetts,  points  in  Ohio  (as  to 
TOxas)  and  Lucas  County,  Ohio  (as  to 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan)  *.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  la  to  tilmlnate  the 
gateways  Indicated  by  asterisks  above. 


No.  MC  109478  (Sub-No.  E12).  filed 
May  15,  1974.  AppUcant:  WORSTER 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Gay  Rd.,  P.O. 
Box  110,  North  East,  Pa.  16428.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Joseph  F.  Mac- 
Krell,  23  West  Tenth  St.,  Erie,  Pa.  16501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Frozen 
prepared  food  products  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
points  in  New  York,  Boston,  Dedham, 
and  Waban,  Mass.,  Secaucus,  N.J.,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  Crawford  Co.,  Pa., 
and  points  in  Ohio  and  Michigan;  (2) 
Food  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  Crawford 
Co.,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Maine  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Maine-New 
Hampshire  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway-  2  to  Bangor,  Maine, 
thence  along  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  1 
to  Ellsworth,  Maine,  and  thence  along 
Maine  Highway  3  to  Bar  Harbor,  Maine; 
(3)  Food  products  (except  in  bulk), 
from  the  plant  sites  and  storage  facilities 
of  Duffy-Mott  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Hart¬ 
ford,  Bailey,  and  Grawn,  Mich.,  to  points 
in  New  York,  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  and 
points  in  New  Jersey  within  25  miles 
thereof,  Pall  River,  Boston,  New  Bed¬ 
ford,  and  Taunton,  Mass.,  Providence, 
R.I.,  and  Swedesboro,  N.J.,  to  points  In 
Maine  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Maine-New  Hampshire  State  line 
near  Gilead,  Maine,  and  extending  along 
trJS.  Highway  2  to  Bangor,  Maine,  thence 
along  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Ells¬ 
worth,  Maine,  and  thence  along  Maine 
Highway  3  to  Bar  Harbor,  Maine;  (4) 
Frozen  prepared  foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk),  from  the  plant  sites  and  storage 
facilities  of  Duffy-Mott  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Hartford,  Bailey,  and  Grawn,  Mich., 
to  Dedham,  Mass.,  Secaucus,  N.J.,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  (5)  Preserved  food¬ 
stuffs,  frozen  or  refrigerated,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Toledo,  Ohio,  to  points  in  New 
York;  (6)  Preserved  food  products  (ex¬ 
cept  frozen  food),  refrigerated,  from 
Geneva,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Maryland,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia;  and  (7)  Food  products  (ex¬ 
cept  frozen  foods  and  except  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  refrigerated,  from  Ge¬ 
neva,  Ohio,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Maine  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Maine-New  Hampshire  State  line 
near  Gilead,  Maine,  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  2  to  Bangor,  Maine,  thence 
along  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Ells¬ 
worth,  Maine,  and  thence  along  Maine 
Highway  3  to  Bar  Harbor,  Maine.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of:  (1)  Brocton,  N.Y.,  and 
LlnesvlUe,  Pa.;  (2)  Chautauqua  Co., 
N.Y.;  (3)  and  (4)  Bergen,  Hamlin,  Hol¬ 
ley,  and  Williamson.  N.Y.;  (5)  Erie  Co., 
Pa.;  (6)  North  East,  Pa.,  and  that  part 
of  Chautauqua  Co.,  N.Y.,  within  5  miles 
of  the  Shore  of  Lake  Erie;  and  (7)  Erie 
Co.,  Pa.,  and  points  in  New  York  on, 
west,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Port  Ontario,  N.Y..  and  extending  along 
New  York  Highway  13  to  Junction  UB. 
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Highway  11.  thence  along  UJS.  Highway 
11  to  the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State 
line. 

No.  MC  109478  (Sub-No.  E13).  filed 
May  15.  1974.  Applicant:  WORSTER 
MOTOR  LINES.  INC..  Gay  Rd..  P.O. 
Box  110.  North  East.  Pa.  15428.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Joseph  F.  Mac- 
Krell,  23  West  Tenth  Stre^.  Erie.  Pa. 
16501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
food  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Chautauqua  County,  N.Y., 
and  LeRoy,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  New  York 
within  50  miles  thereof,  to  points  in 
Illinois.  Indiana,  and  West  Virginia;  (2) 
Food  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  frozen  or  refrigerated,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Erie  County.  Pa.,  to  Fall  River, 
Boston,  New  Bedford,  and  Taimton, 
Mass.,  Providence,  R.I.,  Swedesboro,  N.J., 
and  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  and  points  in  New 
Jersey  within  25  miles  thereof;  and  (3) 
Frozen  food  products,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration 
(except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  Erie 
County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Connecticut. 
Delaware,  Illinois,  Rhode  Island,  and 
West  Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1)  Lines- 
ville.  Pa.,  and  Chautauqua  County.  N.Y., 
and  Linesville,  Pa.;  (2)  Brocton,  N.Y.. 
and  points  in  Monroe  and  Genesee  Coun¬ 
ties.  N.Y.;  and  (3)  Cfiiautauqua  County, 
N.Y.,  and  Linesville,  Pa. 

No.  MC  110401  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
May  12.  1974.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
CMda.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petrochemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Texas  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  United  States-Mexico  Interna¬ 
tional  Boimdary  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  9  to  jxmction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  37,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
37  to  the  Gulf  Coast  to  points  in  Alabama 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  80  or  on 
and  east  of  UH.Tlighway  231,  Arkansas. 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  those  in  Florida 
cm  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Florida-Georgla  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  UJS.  Highway  27  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  319  to  the  Gulf  Coast, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  those  in  Louisiana,  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  80,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  those  in  Mississippi  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  80,  Missouri, 
Montana.  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania. 
Rhode  Island,  South  (Carolina,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Washington,  W.C.,  and 
those  points  in  Wyoming  on,  north,  or 
west  of  a  line  extending  from  the  Colo- 
rado-Wyoming  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Wyoming  Highway  430  to  junc¬ 
tion  Wyoming  Highway  28,  thence  al(mg 
Wyoming  Highway  28  to  Junction  UJS. 


Highway  287,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  287  to  jimction  Wyoming  Highway 
220,  thence  along  Wyoming  Highway  220 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  Wyoming- 
Nebraska  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Longv'iew,  Tex. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E85),  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  4,  1975,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  May  23,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  GROENDYKE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid,  Okla.  73701. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Victor  R. 
Comstock  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  products  (ex¬ 
cept  lubricating  oils),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Oklahoma  on 
and  north  of  Interstate  Highway  40  and 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  75  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  and  Tennessee.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Ardmore,  Cleveland,  Cushing,  Duncan, 
Tulsa  and  Wynnewood,  Okla.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  change  the 
Sub-No.  E55  to  Sub-No.  E85. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E86)  (Cor-r 
rection),  filed  May  4.  1975  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  May  23,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  GROENDYKE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid,  Okla.  73701. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Victor  R. 
Comstock  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  petrochemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Texas  located  on,  south  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Galveston  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Highway  45  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  90,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  90  to  its  jimction 
with  U.S.  Highway  77,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  77  to  the  United  States-Mexico 
International  Boundary  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Texas  City,  Tex.  The  purpose 
of  this  correction  is  to  change  the  Sub- 
No.  E56  to  Sub-No.  E86. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E104),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vrfiicle,  over 
Irre^ar  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
tubing  and  pipe,  the  transportation  of 
which,  by  reason  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment,  from 
points  in  Kansas  to  points  in  Alabama 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Alabama-Mississippl  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  its 
junction  with  Interstate  Highway  59, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  59  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  78,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  78  to  the  Alabama- 
Georgla  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E105),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 


Oklahoma  City.  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
tubing  and  pipe,  the  transportation  of 
which,  by  reason  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment,  from 
points  in  Kansas  to  points  in  Georgia 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
Alabama  State  line  and  extending  along 
Cjieorgia  Highway  8  to  its  junction  with 
Interstate  Highway  20,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  20  to  the  Atlantic 
Coast.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E106),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City.  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
tubing  and  pipe,  the  transportation  of 
which,  by  reason  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment,  from 
points  in  Kansas  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kansas-Colorado  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
36  to  its  jimction  with  Kansas  Highway 
27,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  27  to 
its  junction  with  Interstate  Highway  70, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  281, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  281  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  56,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  56  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  77,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  77  to  its  junction  with  Kansas 
Highway  96,  thence  along  Kansas  High¬ 
way  96  to  its  junction  with  Kansas  High¬ 
way  15,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  15 
to  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line,  to 
points  in  Kentucky.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E107).  filed 
May  14.  1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEF¬ 
FRIES  TRUCK  LINE,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Com¬ 
modities.  the  transportation  of  which, 
by  reason  of  size  or  weight,  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  agricul¬ 
tural  machinery  and  agricultural  trac¬ 
tors,  and  self-propelled  articles,  each 
weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more,  and 
related  machinery,  tools,  parts  and 
supplies  when  moving  in  connection 
therewith,  restricted  to  commodities 
which  are  transported  on  trailers,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Minnesota  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  53,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  C^lahoma 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  66,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  its  junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  35,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  35  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  62,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  62  to  the  Oklahoma-Texas 
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State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  oi  Sterling,  HI. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E188).  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FCX>D  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  St.,  Boston.  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  T.  SheUs  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Dairy  products,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  from  those  points  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan  to  Bristol,  Va., 
and  from  Benton  Harbor  and  St.  Joseph, 
Mich.,  to  those  points  in  Virginia  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Atlantic 
(Dcean  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60  to  Jimctlon  U.S.  Highway  29, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  29  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  460,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  460  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  58.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  58  to  the  Virglnla-Ken- 
tucky  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Harrodsburg,  Ky. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E480).  filed 
May  19,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant's,  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
SheUs  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods;  (1)  between 
MUlviUe  and  Vineland,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Ashtabula,  Ohio, 
and  those  points  in  Ohio  on,'  west  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Erie, 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  23,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  23  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  12,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  12 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  224,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  224  to  the  Ohlo- 
Indlana  State  line;  (2)  between  Bridge- 
ton  and  Seabrook,  N.J.,  on  the  (me  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Ashtabula,  Ohio,  and 
those  points  in  Ohio  on,  west,  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  24;  (3)  between  At¬ 
lantic  City,  Cape  May,  and  Hammon- 
ton,  N.J..  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Ashtabula,  Ohio,  and  those  points 
in  Ohio  on  and  north  of  a  Une  beghuilng 
at  Lake  Erie  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
101,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  101  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  224,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  224  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  25,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
25  to  jimctlon  Ohio  Highway  81,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  81  to  the  Ohlo- 
Indlana  State  Une;  (4)  between  Cam¬ 
den,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Ashtabula,  Ohio,  and  those  points 
in  Ohio,  on,  west,  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Lake  Erie  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  13,  thence  along  Ohio  High¬ 
way  13  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  20, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  24, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the 
Ohlo-In(Uana  State  line. 

(5)  Between  Trenton  and  Toms  River, 
N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 


those  points  in  Ohio  on,  north,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
PennsylvanJa  State  Une  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  18,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
18  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  224,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  224  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  25,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
25  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  81,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  81  to  the  Ohlo- 
Indiana  State  Une;  (6)  between  Asbury 
Park,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  Ohio  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Ohlo- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  and  extencUng 
along  Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  76,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  76  to  jimction  Ohio 
Highway  44,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
44  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  jimction  Ohio 
Highway  3,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
3  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  229,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  229  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  23,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
23  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  47,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  47  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  75,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  36,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to 
the  Ohlo-Indiana  State  Une;  (7)  be¬ 
tween  New  Brunswick,  South  Amboy, 
Sasu’eviUe,  and  Perth  Amboy,  N.J.,  on  Uie 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  Ohio  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  Une  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohio-Pennsylvanla  State 
Une  and  extending  along  Ohio  Highway 
14  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  14A,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  14A  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  62,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  62  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junc¬ 
tion  Ohio  Highway  3,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  3  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  36, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junc¬ 
tion  Ohio  Highway  37,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  37  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
347,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  347  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  4,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  4  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  68,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  68  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  42,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  42  to  the  Ohlo-Kentucky 
State  Une. 

(8)  Between  Bergen,  Essex,  Hudson, 
Passaic,  and  Union  Counties,  N.J.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  Ohio  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  Une  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  State 
Une  and  extencUng  along  Ohio  Highway 
14,  theiKe  along  Ohio  Highway  14  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  14A,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  14A  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  the  Ohio-Ken- 
tucky  State  Une;  (9)  between  those 
points  in  New  Jersey  bounded  by  a  Une 
beginning  at  Toms  River  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  9  to  junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  526,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  526  to  junction  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  23,  thence  along  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  23  to  the  New  Jersey-Penn- 
sylvania  State  Une,  and  bounded  by  a 
Une  beginning  at  the  New  Jersey-Penn- 
sylvania  State  Une  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  1  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  440  to  the  Hudson  River;  (10) 


between  those  points  in  New  Jersey  on 
and  north  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  New 
Jersey-Pennsylvania  State  Une  and  ex- 
t«i(Ung  along  Interstate  Highway  78  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  287,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  287  to  junction 
New  Jersey  Highway  440,  thence  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  440  to  the  Hudson 
River,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  Ohio  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  58,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
58  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  42,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  42  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  95,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
95  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  739,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  739  to  junction 
Ohio  Highway  47,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  47  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
127,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  127  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  502,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  502  to  the  Ohio-Indiana 
State  Une;  (11)  between  MiUvUle  and 
Vineland,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  those  points  in  Indiana  on  and 
north  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  IncUana- 
Ohio  State  Une  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  224  to  junction  IncUana  High¬ 
way  37,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway  37 
to  junction  Indiana  Highway  26,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  26  to  the  Indi- 
ana-Hlinois  State  Une. 

(12)  Between  Bridgeton,  N.J.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  Indiana  on  and  north  cd  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  Une 
and  extending  along  Indiana  Highway  14 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction  In- 
(Uana  Highway  9/37,  thence  along  In¬ 
diana  Highway  9/37  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  37,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  37  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  35, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  35  to  junc¬ 
tion  HuUana  Highway  22,  thence  along 
Indiana  Highway  22  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  29,  thence  along  IniUana  High¬ 
way  29  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  26, 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  26  to  the 
Indiana-Illinois  State  Une;  (13)  between 
Seabrook,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  those  points  in  Indiana  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  Une  beginning  at 
the  Indiana-Ohio  State  Une  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  IncUana  Highway  14  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junc¬ 
tion  Indiana  Highway  26,  thence  along 
Indiana  Highway  26  to  the  Indiana-H- 
Unois  State  line;  (14)  between  Hammon- 
ton,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  Indiana  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  In¬ 
diana-Ohio  State  Une  and  extending 
along  Indiana  Highway  32  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  the  Indiana-Blinols  State  line; 
(15)  between  (Camden,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Evansville  and 
Vincennes,  Ind.,  and  those  points  in  In- 
(Uana  on  and  north  of  a  Une  beginnnlg 
at  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  Une  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Indiana  Highway  67  to* 
junction  IncUana  Highway  18,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  18  to  junction 
Indiana  Highway  9,  thence  along  Indl- 
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ana  Highway  9  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  32,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  32  to  the  Indiana-minois  State  line; 
(Ifi)  betweoi  Atlantic  City  and  Cape 
May.  N.J.,  on  the  <me  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  ^diana  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  In- 
diana-CKik)  State  line  and  extending 
along  Indiana  Highway  32  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  231  to  junction  UH.  Highway 
40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
junction  n.S.  Highway  41,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  the  Indiana-Ken- 
tucky  State  line. 

(17)  Between  Toms  River  and  Tren¬ 
ton,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  Indiana  on.  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Indiana-Ohio  State  line  and  extending 
along  Indiana  Highway  32  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  36,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  36  to  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  37,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway 
along  U.S.  Highway  231  to  the  Indiana- 
37  to  jtmcUon  U.S.  Highway  231, thence 
Kentucky  State  line;  (18)  between  As- 
biUTT  Park,  New  Brunswick,  and  Perth 
Amboy,  N.J.,  pn  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Madison,  Ind.,  those  points 
in  Indiana  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Indlana-Ohio  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  40 
to  junction  Indiana  Highway  37.  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  37  to  jimction 
U.S.  Hl^way  150,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  150  to  the  Indlana-Kentucky 
State  line;  (19)  between  points  In  Bergen 
County,  N.J..  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  o^er,  points  In  Indiana;  (20)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Essex,  Hudson,  Passaic, 
and  Union  Counties,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
Indiana  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
40  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  37, 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  37  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  150,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  150  to  the  Indiana-Ken- 
tucky  State  line;  (21)  between  those 
points  In  New  Jersey  beginning  at  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  9  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  526,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  526  to  junction  New  Jersey 
Highway  33,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  33  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
1.  thence  along  U.S.  mghway  1  to  junc- 
ticm  New  Jersey  Highway  440,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  440  to  the 
New  Jersey-Pennsylvanla  State  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  In  Indiana  on.  north,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  along  Indiana 
Highway  32  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
36.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  37,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  37  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along  UJ3. 
Highway  50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
231,  thence  along  UB.  EOghway  231  to 
the  Indiana-K^itucky  State  line. 

(22)  Between  those  points  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey  on  and  north  ot  a  Une  beginning  at 
the  New  Jersey-Pennsylvanla  State  Une 
and  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 


78  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  287, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  287  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highway  440,  thence 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  440  to  the 
New  Jersey-Pennsylvanla  State  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ^ose 
points  in  Indiana  on,  north,  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  along  Indiana 
Highway  32  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
36,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  37,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  37  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
231,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
the  Indiana-Kentucky  State  line;  (23) 
between  those  points  in  New  Jersey  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  40,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  Indiana  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio  State 
line  and  extending'  along  U.S.  Highway 
6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  25.  thence  along  Indiana 
Highway  25  to  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  26.  thence  along  Indiana  Highway 
26  to  the  Indiana-minois  State  line;  (24) 
between  Hammonton,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
Illinois  on,  west,  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  lUinois-Indiana  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
40  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  130, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  130  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  37,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  37  to  the  Illinols-Kentucky  State 
line;  (25)  between  Millville.  N.J.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  Illinois  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  minois-Indiana  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  74  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  45, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  57,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  57  to  the  Hllnois- 
Kentucky  State  line. 

(26)  Between  Vineland,  N.J.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
In  Illinois  on.  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  nUnols-Indiana  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  74  to  juction  U.S.  Highway  45, 
thence  alcmg  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  57,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  57  to  the  minols- 
Kentucky  State  line;  (27)  between 
Brldgetcm,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  those  points  In  Illinois  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  minois-Indiana  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  74  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  45  to  juncticm  Interstate 
Highway  57,  thence  along  Interstate 
mghway  57  to  the  minols-Kentucky 
State  Une;  (28)  between  Seabr(x>k,  N.J.. 
(m  tiie  one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  those 
P(^ts  in  Illinois  on,  north,  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  minois-Indiana 
State  line  and  extending  along  Intestate 
Highway  74  to  junction  UB.  Highway  45, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  45  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  57,  thence  along  In- 
terstate  Highway  57  to  the  minois-Ken- 
tucky  State  line;  (29)  between  Camdoi, 


N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
those  points  In  Illinois  on.  north,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  HUnois- 
Indlana  State  line  and  extending  alcmg 
UB.  mghway  40  to  junction  minois 
Highway  130,  thence  along  minois  High¬ 
way  130  to  junction  U.S.  mghway  50, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction 
Interstate  mghway  57,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  57  to  the  minois-Ken- 
tucky  State  line;  (30)  between  Atlantic 
City  and  Cape  May.  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  anct  on  the  other,  points  in  mi¬ 
nois;  (31)  between  Toms  River  and 
Trenton,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  imints  in  minois;  (32)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  New  Jersey  on  and  north 
of  New  Jersey  Highway  33,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  HU- 
nois;  (33)  between  points  in  New  Jersey 
south  of  New  Jersey  Highway  33,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
minois  on  and  north  of  minois  Highway 
9;  (34)  from  those  points  In  New  Jersey 
south  of  New  Jersey  Highway  33  to  mose 
points  in  Missouri  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  50;  (35)  from  those  points  in 
New  Jersey  on  and  north  of  New  Jersey 
Highway  33  to  points  in  Missouri. 

(36)  Between  those  points  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey  south  of  New  Jersey  mghway  33.  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Micdiigan  (except  points  In  Monroe 
County) ;  (37)  between  those  points  In 
New  Jersey  on  and  north  of  New  Jersey 
Highway  33,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  cm 
the  other,  points  in  Michigan;  (38)  be¬ 
tween  Atlantic  City,  Bridgeton,  Cape, 
Millville,  Seabrook,  and  Vineland.  N.J.. 
(m  the  one  hand,  and,  cm  the  other,  points 
in  Michigan;  (39)  from  MillvUle  and 
Vineland,  N.J..  to  those  points  in  that 
part  of  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Indlana 
State  line  and  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  431  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
62,  thence  along  U.S.  mghway  62  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  41,  thence  along 
U.S.  mghway  41  to  junction  U.S.  Alter¬ 
nate  mghway  41.  thence  along  Alternate 
Highway  41  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 
State  line;  (40)  frcan  Bridgeton  and  Sea- 
brook,  N.J.,  to  those  points  in  Kentucky 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Alternate  ]U.S.  Highway  41 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the  Kentucky- 
Indiana  State  Une;  (41)  from  Cape  May, 
NJ^.,  to  those  points  in  Kentucky  cm  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line  and  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  65  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  231  to  junction  Kentucky  mgh¬ 
way  764,  thence  alcmg  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  764  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway 
69,  thence  along  Kentucky  mghway  69 
to  the  Kentucky-Indlana  State  line;  (42) 
from  Hammcmton,  N.J.,  to  those  points  in 
Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  Une  beginning 
at  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line 
and  extending  along  UB.  mghway  31E  to 
junction  Kentucky  Highway  90,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  90  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  65,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  65  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  SIW,  thence  along  UB.  mgh¬ 
way  31 W  to  the  Kentucky-Indlana  State 
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line;  (43)  from  Atlantic  City,  N.J.,  to 
those  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Ten- 
nessee  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  3 IE  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  90,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  90  to  Junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  65,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
65  to  the  Kentucky-Indiana  State  line. 

(44)  From  Camden,  N.J.,  to  those 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Ten- 
nessee  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  231  to  jimction  Kentucky 
Highway  764,  thepce  along  Kentucky 
Highway  764  to  junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  144,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway 
144  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  69, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  69  to 
the  Kentucky-Indiana  State  line;  (45) 
from  Trenton,  N.J.,  to  those  points  in 
Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
127  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  421,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  421  to  the  Kentucky- 
Indiana  State  line;  (46)  from  Toms 
River,  N.J.,  to  those  points  in  Kentucky 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Kentucky  Highway  63  to 
junction  Kentucky  Highway  163,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  163  to  jimctlon 
U.S.  Highway  68,  thence  along  U.S.  High- 
^  way  68  to  jimction  Kentucky  Highway 
70,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  70  to 
jimction  Kentucky  Highway  55,  thence 
along  Kentucl^  Highway  55  to  junction 
Kentucky  Highway  555,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  555  to  junction  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  53,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  53  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  127,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  127  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  60/460,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60/460  to  the  Kentucky-Indiana 
State  line;  (47)  from  Asbury  Park,  N.J., 
to  those  points  in  that  part  of  Kentucky 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  127  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  27  to  the  Kentucky-Ohio  State 
line. 

(48)  Prom  New  Brunswick,  Perth  Am¬ 
boy,  Sayrevllle,  and  South  Amboy,  N.J., 
to  those  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line  and  extending  along 
Kentucky  Highway  200  to  junction  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  90,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  90  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  27,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  27 
to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  80,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  80  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  75,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  75  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  68,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
68  to  the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line;  (49) 
from  those  points  in  New  Jersey  bounded 
on  the  south  by  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  9  to  junction  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  526,  thence  along  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  526  to  junction  New  Jersey  Highway 
33,  thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  33 
to  the  New  Jersey-Pennsylvania  State 


line,  and  bounded  on  the  north  by  a 
line  beginning  at  the  New  Jersey- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  440,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  440  to  the  Hudson  River, 
those  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  42,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  42  to 
the  Kentucky-Indiana  State  line;  (#0) 
from  those  points  in  New  Jersey  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
Jersey-Pennsylvania  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  78  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  287,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  287  to  junction 
New  Jersey  Highway  440,  thence  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  440  to  the  Hudson 
River,  to  those  points  In  Kentucky  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ken¬ 
tucky-Indiana  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  421  to  junction  UJ5. 
Highway  127,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
127  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  150,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  150  to  junction  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  55,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  55  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  80,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  80  to  junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  163,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway 
163  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line. 

(51)  Prom  Cape  May,  N.J.,  to  those 
points  in  New  York  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  New  York -Pennsylvania 
State  line  and  extending  along  New  York 
Highway  282  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  17,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
17  to  Junction  New  York  Highway  38, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  38  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  13,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  13  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  8,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
8  to  Junction  New  York  Highway  28, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  28  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  12,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  12  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  11,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
30  to  the  United  States-Canada  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line;  (52)  from  Millville, 
Seabrook,  and  Vineland,  N.J.,  to  those 
points  in  New  York  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  New  York-PennsylvanJa 
State  line  and  extending  along  New  York 
Highway  282  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  17,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
17  to  Junction  New  York  Highway  38, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  38  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  13,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  13  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  11,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  to  junction  New  York  Highway  3, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  3  to  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line;  (53)  from  Hammonton, 
N.J.,  to  those  points  in  New  York  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvanla  State  line  and  extending 
along  New  York  Highway  282  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  York  Highway  17,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  17  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  13,  thence  along  New  York 


Highway  13  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  11, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  11  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  30,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  30  to  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line; 
(54)  from  Camden,  N.J.,  to  those  points 
m  New  York  on  smd  west  of  a  line  begin- 
nmg  at  the  New  York-Pennsylvania 
State  line  and  extending  along  New  York 
Highway  14  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  13,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
13  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  11,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line. 

(55)  Prom  Deepwater,  N.J.,  to  those 
points  in  New  York  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  New  York-Penn- 
sylvanla  State  line  and  extending  along 
New  York  Highway  14  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  13,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  13  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  York  Highway  8,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  8  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  12,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  12  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  26,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
26  to  junction  New  York  Highway  3, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  3  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  30,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  30  to  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line;  (56)  from  those  points 
in  New  Jersey  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Delaware  River  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey  Highway  38,  thence  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  38  to  junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  70,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  70  to  junction  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Highway  37,  thence  along  New  Jersey 
Highway  37  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  to 
those  points  in  New  York  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York-Penn¬ 
sylvania  State  line  and  extending  along 
New  York  Highway  14  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  13,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  13  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  11, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  30,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  30  to  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line; 
(57)  from  New  Brunswick,  N.J.,  to  those 
points  in  New  York  on,  west,  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  and  extending 
along  New  York  Highway  14  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  13,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  13  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  34,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  34  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  5,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
5  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  11,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  56A,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  56A  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  345,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  345  to  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  Une. 

(58)  From  those  points  In  New  Jersey 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
New  Jersey-Pennsylvania  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  78 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junctlcm  in> 
terstate  Highway  287,  thence  along  In* 
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terstate  Highway  287  to  Junction  New 
Jersey  Highway  440,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  440  to  the  Hudson  River, 
to  those  points  In  New  York  on,  west, 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
York-Pennsylvanla  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  New  Yoric  Highway  14  to 
Junction  New  York  Highway  13,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  13  to  Junction 
New  York  Highway  34,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  34  to  Junction  New  York 
Highway  104,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  104  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
11,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Junc¬ 
tion  New  York  Highway  56A,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  56A  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  345,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  345  to  the  United 
States-Canada  International  Boundary 
line;  (59)  from  those  points  In  New  Jer¬ 
sey  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line 
and  extending  along  New  York  Highway 
14  to  Junction  New  York  Highway  17, 
thence  along  New  York  Hl^way  17  to 
Junction  UJS.  Highway  15,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  Junction  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  at  Rochester,  thence  along 
unnumbered  highway  to  Lake  Ontario; 
and  (60)  from  Paterson,  Bloomfield,  Clif¬ 
ton,  Passaic,  Newark,  Elizabeth,  Secau- 
cus,  Hoboken,  Jersey  Cfity,  and  Bayonne, 
NJ.,  to  Ogdensburg,  N.Y.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E564).  filed 
May  20.  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Shells 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Frozen  seafood,  from  those  points 
in  Delaware.  Maryland,  and  Virginia 
east  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay  and  south  of 
the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware  Canal,  to 
those  points  in  New  York  on  and  noi^ 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Ontario  and 
extending  along  New  York  Highway  3  to 
Junction  New  York  Highway  30,  thence 
along  New  Yoik  Highway  30  to  the  Unit¬ 
ed  States-Canada  International  Bound¬ 
ary  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E917),  filed 
Jxme  4,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC..  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
SheUs  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foods;  (1)  from  those  points 
in  Delaware  and  Maryland  on  and  south 
(rf  U.S.  Highway  40  and  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Delaware  River 
and  extending  along  D^aware  Highway 
8  to  Jimction  D^ware  Highway  44. 
thence  along  Delaware  Highway  44  to 
Junction  Delaware-Maryland  Highway 
300,  thence  along  Delaware-Maryland 
Highway  300  to  Junction  Delaware  213, 
thence  along  Delaware  Highway  213  to 
Jimction  UB.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  60  to  the  Cbesimeake 
Bay.  to  those  points  In  Wisconsin  on. 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 


Wlsconsln-minols  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  90  to 
Junction  Wisconsin  Highway  26,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  26  to  Junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  33,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  33  to  Lake  Michi¬ 
gan;  (2)  from  those  points  in  Delaware 
and  Maryland  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Delaware  River  and  extending 
alcmg  Delaware  Highw’ay  8  to  Junction 
Delaware  Highway  44,  thence  along 
Delaware  Highway  44  to  Junction  Dela- 
wftre-Maryland  Highway  300,  thence 
along  Delaware-Maryland  Highw'ay  300 
to  Junction  Delaware  Highway  213, 
thence  along  Delaware  Highway  213  to 
Jimction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  Chesapeake  Bay, 
and  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Cape  Henlopen,  and  extending  along  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  junction  Delaware 
Highway  18, .  thence  along  Delaware 
Kghway  18  to  junction  Delaware  High¬ 
way  28,  thence  along  Delaware  Highway 

28  to  junction  Delaware  Highway  20, 
thence  along  Delaware  Highway  20  to 
junction  Maryland  Highway  392,  thence 
along  Maryland  Highway  392  to  junction 
Marjiand  Highway  16,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  16  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  Junction  Maryland  Highway  343, 
thence  along  Maryland  Highway  343  to 
the  Chesapeake  Bay,  to  those  points  in 
Wisconsin  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Wisconsin-Minnesota 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  16  to  Junction  Interstate  Hlgh- 
w'ay  90,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  90  to  Jimction  Wisconsin  Highway 
173,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
173  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  80, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  80  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  13,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  13  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  97,  thence  Wisconsin 
Highway  97  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  29,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 

29  to  junction  UB.  Highway  45,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  64,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  64  to  Lake  Michigan; 
and  (3)  from  those  points  in  Delaware 
and  Maryland  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Cape  Henl(H>en,  and  extending  along 
unnumbered  highway  to  Junction  Dela¬ 
ware  Highway  18,  thence  along  Delaware 
Highway  18  to  Junction  Delaware  High¬ 
way  28,  thence  along  Delaware  Highway 
28  to  junction  Delaware  Highway  20, 
thence  along  Delaware  Highway  20  to 
Junction  Maryland  Highway  392,  thence 
along  Maryland  Highway  392  to  Junc- 
ticm  Maryland  Highway  16,  thence  along 
Maryland  Highway  16  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  Junction  Maryland  Highway  343, 
thence  along  Maryland  Highway  343  to 
the  Chesapeake  Bay,  to  those  points  in 
Wisconsin  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Wisconsin-Minnesota 
State  line  and  extending  along  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  60  to  Junction  UB.  Highway 
61,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  61  to 
Junction  Wisconsin  Highway  27.  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  37  to  Junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  54,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  54  to  Junction  n.S. 
Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 


51  to  Junction  Wisconsin  Highway  64, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  64  to 
the  Lake  Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  sites  and  storage  facilities  of  Duffy- 
Mott  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Hamlin,  Holley, 
and  Williamson,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E949),  filed 
December  2,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foods,  from  tliose  points  in 
Virginia  on  and  south  of ‘U.S.  Highway 
40  and  east  of  the  Susquehanna  River 
and  Chesapeake  River,  to  points  in  Iowa. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  plant  sites  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  Duffy-Mott  Co..  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Hamlin,  Holley,  and  Williamson, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E947),  filed 
December  2.  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foods,  from  those  points 
in  Delaware,  Maryland,  and  Virginia  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  40  and  east 
of  the  Susquehanna  River  and  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay,  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Mich., 
and  those  points  in  thevUpper  Peninsula 
of  Michigan  on,  north,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  I^chigan-Wiscon- 
sin  State  line,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  8  to  Junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  95,  thence  along  Michigan  High¬ 
way  95  to  Junction  U  S.  Highway  41, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Lake 
Superior.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
sites  and  storage  facilities  of  Duffy-Mott 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Hamlin,  Holley,  and 
Williamson,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E948),  filed 
December  2,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG- 
ERA’TED  FCX)D  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316 
Summer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foods,  from  those  points 
in  Delaware,  Maryland,  and  Virginia  on 
and  south  of  U.S,  Highway  40  and  east 
of  the  Susquehanna  River  and  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay,  to  points  in  Nebraska.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  and  storage 
facilities  of  Duffy-Mott  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or 
neu  Hamlin,  Holley,  and  Williamson, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E950),  filed 
December  2,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vriilcle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  foods,  from  those  points 
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in  Delawai'e,  Maryland,  and  Virginia  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  40  and  east 
of  the  Chesapeake  Bay,  to  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  the  plant  sites  and 
storage  facilities  of  Duffy-Mott  Co.,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Hamlin,  Holley,  and  William¬ 
son,  N.Y. 

No  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E953),  filed 
December  2,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  between  points  in 
Lackawanna  and  Luzerne  Counties,  Pa., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Indiana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E954),  filed 
December  2,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  POOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  between 
points  in  Lycoming  Coimty,  Pa.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Indiana  (except  Wayne,  Randolph,  Jay, 
Adams,  Fayette,  Union,  Franklin,  Swit¬ 
zerland,  Ohio,  Dearborn,  and  Ripley 
Counties) .  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E64)  (partial 
correction) ,  filed  May  30, 1974.  Published 
in  the  Federal  Register  May  12,  1975. 
Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  2450  Marion  Rd.  SE.,  Ro¬ 
chester,  Minn.  55901.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  E.  Millbr,  502  First 
Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  New  con¬ 
struction,  road-building  earth-moving, 
excavating,  loading,  maintenance,  lod¬ 
ging,  and  mining  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment.  tractors  (not  including  truck-trac¬ 
tors)  ,  and  pipelayers  and  when  moving  in 
combination  loads  on  the  same  vehicle 
from  the  same  consignor  or  consignors 
of  the  above-specified  commodities,  gen¬ 
erators,  internal  combustion  engines,  and 
generators  and  engines  combined  (ex¬ 
cept  aircraft  and  missile  engines),  and 
attachments,  accessories,  and  parts  of 
or  for  the  above-specified  equipment  and 
machinery,  the  transportation  of  which, 
because  of  their  size  or  weight,  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  and  related 
machinery,  parts,  and  related  contrac¬ 
tors’  materials  and  supplies  when  their 
transportation  is  incidental  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  by  said  carrier  of  conunoditles 
which  by  reason  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  equipment,  from  Scranton, 
Reading,  Allentown,  Harrisburg,  Lan¬ 
caster.  and  Hazleton,  Pa.,  and  mines  in 
that  part  of  Pennsylvania  south  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvanla- 
Ohlo  State  line  and  extending,  along  UJ3. 
Highway  224  to  Junction  n.S.  Highway 
422,  thence  along  UJ9.  Highway  422  to 


jimction  U.S.  Highway  19  near  Rose 
Point,  Pa.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
19  to  juhction  unnumbered  highway  near 
Portersville,  Pa.,  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  via  Pro^ject,  Pa.,  to  jimc- 
tion  U.S.  Highway  422,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  422  to  Ebensburg,  Pa.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  522,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  522  to  junction  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  641  (formerly  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  433),  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  641  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  997,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  997  to  the  Pennsylvania-Mary- 
land  State  line,  including  points  on  the 
indicated  portions  of  the  highways  spec-^ 
ified,  to  points  in  Arizona,  restricted" 
against  any  service  to  pipelines,  pipeline 
rights-of-way,  pump  stations,  or  pipe¬ 
line  construction  projects  along  such 
rights-of-way  other  than  in  California, 
and  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  iron  and  steel  articles,  and  boats. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Elgin,  Ill.  The  purpose  of 
this  partial  correction  is  to  correct  the 
commodity  descriptions  in  (1)  above.  ’The 
remainder  of  this  letter-notice  will 
remain  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E145)  (Cor¬ 
rection).  filed  May  30,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  May  15.  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  INTERNATIONAL  'TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  2450  Marion  Rd.  SE.,  Roch¬ 
ester.  Minn.  55901.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  E.  Miller,  502  First 
Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo.  N.  Dak.  58102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Hay 
halers  and  parts,  (2)  Irrigation  sprin¬ 
klers  and  winches  designed  for  use  with 
irrigation  sprinklers,  (3)  Stump-cutting, 
cable-laying,  trench-digging,  trench- 
backfilling,  and  tree-moving  equipment. 
(4)  parts  and  attachments  for  the  com¬ 
modities  named  in  (2)  and  (3)  above, 
and  (5)  Trailers  designed  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which,  because  of  their  size 
or  weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  (6)  Self-propelled  arti¬ 
cles  described  in  (1)  and  (3)  above 
which  do  not  require  special  equip¬ 
ment  for  their  transportation  each 
weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more  and  re¬ 
lated  machinery,  tools,  parts  and  sup¬ 
plies  moving  in  connection  therewith 
(restricted  to  commodities  transported 
on  trailers) ,  from  points  in  (A)  Oregon, 
Washington,  Idaho  (except  points  in 
Bannock.  Caribou,  Franklin,  Bear  Lake. 
Power,  and  Oneida  Counties),  to  points 
in  Oklahoma  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  75  (Utah,  Pella,  Iowa)*;  (B)  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Oregon  on,  west 
and  north  of  a  line  extending  from  U.S. 
Highway  97  from  the  Oregon- Washing¬ 
ton  State  line  in  a  southerly  direction 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  in  a  westerly  di¬ 
rection  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  to  points 
in  Texas  on,  east  and  north  of  a  line 
begliming  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State 
line  extending  In  a  southerly  direction 
along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  junction  UJ3. 
Highway  80,  thence  along  UJ3.  Highway 


80  to  the  Texas-Louisiana  State  line 
(Utah  and  Pella,  Iowa)  *. 

(C)  Prom  points  in  Washington  and 
points  in  Boundary  County,  Idaho,  to 
points  in  Texas  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  along  Interstate  Highway  35 
from  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
81,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  77,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  87,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  87 
to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  (Utah  and  Pella, 
Iowa>*;  (D)  from  points  in  Colorado  to 
points  in  Maine,  Vermont,  and  New 
Hampshire  (South  Dakota  and  Pella, 
Iowa)  *;  (E)  from  points  in  Colorado  on 
and.  north  of  U.S.  Highway  24  to  points 
in  Georgia  and  those  in  Florida  in  and 
east  of  Leon  and  Wakulla  Counties 
(South  Dakota  and  Pella,  Iowa)  * ;  (F) 
from  points  in  Colorado  on,  west,  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
Mexico-Colorado  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  285  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  the  Colorado-Kansas  State  line  to 
points  in  South  Carolina  (South  Dakota 
and  Pella,  Iowa)  * :  (G)  from  points  in 
Colorado  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
6  to  points  in  Alabama  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Mississippi- Ala¬ 
bama  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  Montgomery,  Ala.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  331  to  the  Alabama - 
Florida  State  line,  and  points  in  Tennes¬ 
see  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Mlsslssippi-Tennessee  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  45E,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  45E  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 
State  line  (South  Dakota  and  Pella, 
Iowa)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by  the 
asterisks  above.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  clarify  the  commodities  to 
be  carried. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E209),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine¬ 
gar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Fre¬ 
mont,  Bailey,  and  Belding,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  California,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  comp>ensatlon  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized.  ’The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E210),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  ’TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine¬ 
gar,  In  bulk.  In  tank  v^cles,  frcnn  Lsm- 
donvlUe  and  North  Rose,  N.Y.,  to  points 
in  California,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  ’The  purpose  of 
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this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rogers,  Ark. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E211),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERIC^K- 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  r^resentative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  T(^ka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine- 
par,  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Rogers,  Ark.,  to  points  in  California,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  exc^t  as  otherwise  authorized. 
The  piupose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Kansas  C::it3^,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E212),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  cerate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine- 
par,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  from 
Rogers,  Aik.,  to  points  in  Illinois  and 
Michigan,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Nixa, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E213),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERIC7K- 
SON  'IRANSPORT  (X>RP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Rogers,  Ark.,  to  points  in  California, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Paris,  Tex. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E214),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERIC3K- 
SON  TRANSPORT  CX>RP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar,  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Rogers,  Ark.,  to  points  in  CTalifomla, 
with  no  transportation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized.  Hie  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Oklah(»na  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E239),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERIC7K- 
SON  TRANSPORT  <X>RP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station.  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar,  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles, 
from  Charlotte,  N.C..  to  pc^ts  In  Ccdo- 
rado  and  Nebraska,  with  no  transpcH^- 
tl(m  for  o(xnpensatl(»i  on  return  except 


as  otherwise  authorized.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Wichita,  Kans. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E242),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  r^resentative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
frMn  Lyndonville  and  North  Rose,  N.Y., 
to  points  in  Coahoma,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  ccunpensation  on  return  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  authorized.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E243),  filed 
December  5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  (X)RP.,  P.O.  Box  3180— 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harriscm  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  oi>erate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  Vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Lyndonville  and  North  Rose,  N.Y.,  to 
points  in  California,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eiiminate  the  gateway 
of  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E244),  filed 
December  5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180— 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Bailey,  Belding,  and  Fremont,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  California,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E245),  filed 
December  5. 1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CX)RP.,  P.O.  Box  3180— 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  California, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Nexa,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E246),  filed 
Decraaber  5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERICTC30N 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180— 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topdm, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  points  In  (Talifomla, 


with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rogers,  Ark. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E247),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Charlotte,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Paris,  Tex. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E248),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar  and  vinegar  stock,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Charlotte,  N.C.,  to 
(K)ints  in  Minnesota,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  vinegar  to 
Chaska  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Belding,  Mich. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E249).  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICJK- 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar  and  vinegar  stock,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Lyndonville  and 
North  Rose,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  Minnesota, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensatioiu 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  authorized, 
and  restricted  against  the  transportation 
of  vinegar  to  Chaska  and  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  ITie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Belding,  Mich. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E250),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Chicago,  Bl.,  to  points  in  California, 
with  no  transportotion  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Belding,  Mich. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E251),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
S180-<llen8tone  Station,  Sprhigfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
B.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topdot, 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  Ill— MONDAY,  JUNE  9,  1975 


NOTICES 


24591 


Elans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine¬ 
gar,  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from  Lyn- 
donville  and  North  Rose.  N.Y.,  to  points 
in  California,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Mem¬ 
phis.  Tenn. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E252).  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180-Glenstone  Station.  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St..  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
'over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine¬ 
gar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Lyn- 
donville  and  North  Rose,  N.Y.,  to  points 
in  California,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Beld- 
Ing,  Mich. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E253),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180-Glenstone  Station,  Springfield.  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera.  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine¬ 
gar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Chi¬ 
cago,  m.,  to  points  in  California,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn,  except  as  otherwise  authorized.  'The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E313),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180-Olen8toiie  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine¬ 
gar  and  vinegar  stock,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Charlotte,  N.C„  to  points 
In  Missouri  south  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Kansas-Missourl  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
54  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  13, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  13  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  65  to  the  Arkansas-Mis- 
sourl  State  line,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rogers,  Ark. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E317).  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP,,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar,  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  In  Washington  to  Rogers, 
Ark., ‘to  Charlotte,  N.C.,  and  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 


pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Paris,  Tex. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E318),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180 — Glenstone  Station,  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar,  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Bailey,  Belding,  and  Fremont, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma  and  those 
points  in  Arkansas  on,  west,  or  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  64  and  U.S.  Highway  167, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Marionville,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E319),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180-Glenstone  Station,  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Memphis,  Tenn.  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas  and  those  in  Oklahoma  on,  north, 
or  west' of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ar¬ 
kansas -Oklahoma  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Highway  40  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  266,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  266  to  jimctlon  U.S.  Highway 
69,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  the 
Oklahoma-Texas  State  line,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re- 
tium  except  as  otherwise  authorized.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Marionville,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E321),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICJK- 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180-Olenstone  Station,  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  To¬ 
peka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Hutchinson  and  Wichita,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  California  in  and  north  of  Fres¬ 
no,  Inyo,  and  San  Benito  Counties,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
’The  pm*pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E323),  filed 
December  5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSEN 
’TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180- 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine¬ 
gar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Lyn- 
donville  and  North  Rose,  N.Y.,  to  points 
in  Texas  and  those  in  Ml^omi  south  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  160  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  165,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  The  piupose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rogers,  Ark. 


No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E340),  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180-Olenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine- 
par,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  We¬ 
natchee  hnd  Yakima,  Wash.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Nixa,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E341),  filed 
December  5,'*  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180-Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine¬ 
gar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Texas,  and  those 
in  Missouri  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  44  and  U.S.  Highway  60,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Rogers,  Ark. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E342).  filed 
December  5,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3180-Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vine¬ 
gar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  We¬ 
natchee  or  Yakima,  Wash.,  to  points  in 
Missouri  on,  south  or  east  of  Missoiul 
Highway  116  and  U.S.  Highway  69,  and 
those  in  Texas  east  of  U.S.  Highway  281, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Rogers,  Ark. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E345),  filed 
December 5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERICiKSON 
’TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180- 
Olenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan¬ 
dera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transp<»i:ing:  Vinegar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Dallas, 
Houston,  or  Paris,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Indiana  and  Ohio,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized.  ’The  pur- 
C>06e  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Nixa,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E350),  filed 
December  5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERKTKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180- 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan¬ 
dera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^dcle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar, 
fom  Hutchinson  and  Wichita,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  Indiana,  Ohio,  Mississippi,  and 
those  in  Arkansas  on  and  east  of  Arkan- 
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sas  Highway  7,  and  those  in  Louisiana  on, 
south  or  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Texas-Louisiana  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Arkansas  Highway  6  to  its  Jimc- 
ti(m  with  UjS.  Highway  84,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  84  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  167,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
167  to  the  Louisiana- Arkansas  State  line, 
with  no  transi>ortation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
The  purpose  of  this  llilng  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Nixa,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E421),  ffled 
Decembers,  1974. Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180- 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan- 
dera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vineffar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  those 
points  in  Washington  west  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line  and 
extending  along  UJ3.  Highway  97  to  its 
junction  with  US.  Highway  90,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  90  to  its  junction 
with  US.  Highway  5,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  5  to  Washington  Highway  6, 
thmce  along  Washington  Highway  6  to 
the  Pacific  Ocean,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return  except 
as  otherw'ise  authorized.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  ^iminate  the  gateways 
of  Nixa,  Mo.,  and  Wichita,  Elans. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  E424),  filed 
December  5, 1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180- 
Glenstone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan- 
dera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Biding, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Texas  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  75,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Rogers,  Ark. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  780  Nortii  Prior  Ave¬ 
nue,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregiilar  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods  (except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  fixmi 
Darien,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Lyon,  Sioux, 
Osceola,  O’Brien,  Dickinson  and  Emmet 
Counties,  Iowa,  points  in  South  Dakota 
(except  points  in  Bon  Homme,  Yankton, 
Clay  and  Union  Counties) .  and  points  in 
North  Dakota.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Shakopee, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E25),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  Saint  Clair  Ave¬ 
nue,  East  St.  Louis,  HI.  62201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666 
Eleventh  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 


20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  rout^,  transporting:  (1) 
Chemicals,  in  containers,  from  points  in 
New  Jersey  to  points  in  Iowa,  Missouri, 
Minnesota,  Nebraska,  Wisconsin,  points 
in  that  part  of  Dlinois  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Wisconsin-IUinols 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  17, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  17  to  junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  1,  thence  along  Il¬ 
linois  Highway  1  to  jiinction  Interstate 
Highway  74,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  74  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  45, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  the  H- 
linois-Kentucky  State  line,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  Kentucky  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Illinois-Kentucky 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60  to  Paducah,  Ky.;  and  (2)  chemi¬ 
cals.  in  containers,  from  points  in  New 
Jersey  to  points  in  Kansas,  Arkansas,  and 
Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1)  El  Paso, 
HI.,  and  (2)  El  Paso,  HI.,  and  East  St. 
Louis,  HI. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E30),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  ’TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  Saint  Clair 
Avenue,  East  St.  Louis,  HI.  62201.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  666  Eleventh  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Chemicals,  in  containers,  fnxn 
points  in  California  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  West  Virginia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Ohio,  Michigsm,  points  in  that 
part  of  Wisconsin  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Minnesota-Wisconsln 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  53  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  Ash¬ 
land,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mis- 
souri-Iowa  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  218  to  Cedar  Rapids, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  150  to 
Decorah  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
52  to  the  lowa-Mhmesota  State  line; 
and  (2)  chemicals.  In  containers,  from 
points  in  California  to  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  east  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  65.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1)  El  Paso, 
HI.,  and  (2)  El  Paso,  HI.,  and  Utica  or 
Oglesby,  HI. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  E32),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  Saint  Clair 
Avenue,  Elast  St.  Louis,  HI.  62201.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen  Heis¬ 
ley,  666  Eleventh  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Chemicals,  in  containers,  (a)  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Indiana  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  HUnois- 
Indiana  State  line  and  extending  along 
US.  Highway  24  to  Fort  Wayne,  and 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  14  to  the 
Hlinols-Ohio  State  line,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas  and  Kansas  and  (b)  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Indiana  on  and  north  of 


a  line  beginning  at  the  Hlinois-Indlana 
State  line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  74  to  Indianapolis,  and  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  Indlana- 
Ohlo  State  line,  to  points  In  Oklahoma; 
(2)  chemicals.  In  containers,  (a)  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Indiana  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Hlinois- 
Indiana  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  24  to  Port  Wayne,  and 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  14  to  the 
Indiana-Ohio  State  line,  to  points  In 
Missouri,  (b)  from  points  in  Indlsma  on 
and  south  of  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  41,  (c) 
from  points  in  Indiana  on  and  souUi  of 
U.S.  Highway  24  to  points  in  Minnesota 
and  Iowa,  (d)  from  points  In  Indiana  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  40  to  points 
in  Wisconsin  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51,  (e)  from  points  in  Indiana 
to  points  in  Nebraska,  (f)  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Indiana  on, 
west  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  ^e 
Hlinois-Indlana  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  460  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  231,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  231  to  the  Indlana-Kentucky 
State  line  to  Chicago,  HI.,  (g)  from  points 
in  Indiana  on  and  north  of  Indiana  High¬ 
way  14  to  points  in  Illinois  on,  south  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Hlinois  State  line  and  extoiding  along 
U.S.  Highway  34  to  jimction  Illinois 
Highway  116,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  116  to  Peoria,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  jimction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  64,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  64  to  junctlcm  Interstate 
Highway  57,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  57  to  the  Hllnols-Kentucky 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1)  El  Paso 
and  East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  and  (2)  El  Paso, 
HI. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E138),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTA’TION 
INCORPORA’TED,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35202.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666  Elev¬ 
enth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  poultry,. 
frozen  seafood,  and  frozen  fruits  and 
vegetables,  and  frozen  foods,  when  mov¬ 
ing  in  mixed  1<mu1s  with  frozen  poultry, 
frozen  seafood,  and  frozen  fruits  and 
vegetables.  In  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
Virginia  east  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay  and 
south  of  the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware 
Canal,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
California,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Oregon,  and  Washington,  and 
points  In  Georgia  on  and  west  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75.  ’The  piuix>se  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  Chattanooga, 
Memphis,  and  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E139),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  Ill— MONDAY,  JUNE  9,  1975 


NOTICES 


24593 


INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35202.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  666  Elev¬ 
enth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  coxnmon 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  poultry, 
frozen  seafood,  and  frozen  fruits  and 
vegetables,  and  frozen  foods,  when  mov¬ 
ing  in  mixed  load  with  frozen  poultry, 
frozen  seafood,  and  frozen  fruits  and 
vegetables,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
Maryland  east'  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay 
and  south  of  the  Chesapeake  and  Del¬ 
aware  Canal,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  California,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Oregon,  and  Washington,  and  points  in 
Georgia  on  and  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  and  Chattanooga  and  Nashville, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  119777  (Sub-No.  E58),  filed 
April  23,  1974.  Applicant:  LIGON  SPE¬ 
CIALIZED  HAULER,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer 
L,  Madisonville,  Ely.  42431.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jean  Holmes  (same  sis 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  sis  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  trsinsporting:  Lumber, 
XDirebound  boxes,  and  pallets:  (1)  (a) 
frc»n  points  in  Alabama  on  and  esist  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennessee-Ala- 
bama  State  line,  thence  along  Alabama 
Highway  17  to  junction  Alabsima  High¬ 
way  157,  thence  sdong  Alabsima  Highway 
157  to  junction  Alabama  Highway  33, 
thence  along  Alabama  Highway  33  to 
junction  Alabsuna  Highway  195,  thence 
sdong  Alabsima  Highway  195  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  78,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  280, 
thence  sdong  U.S.  Highway  280  to  junc¬ 
tion  Alabama  Highway  22,  thence  along 
Alabama  Highway  22  to  the  Alabama- 
Oeorgia  State  line,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
(b)  from  points  in  Alabsuna,  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Alabama-Mls- 
sissippi  State  line,  thence  along  Alabsuna 
Highway  19  to  junction  Alabama  High¬ 
way  187,  thence  along  Alabama  Highway 
187  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  43,  thence 
sdong  U.S.  Highway  43  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  82,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
82  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence 
sdong  U.S.  Highway  231  to  junction  Ala¬ 
bsuna.  Highway  53,  thence  sdong  Ala¬ 
bsuna  Highway  53  to  the  Alabama-Flor- 
Ida  State  line  to  points  in  Csdifomia,  (c) 
from  points  in  Alabsuna,  on,  north,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Missis- 
sippi-Alabama  State  line,  thence  sdong 
Alabsuna  Highway  14  to  junction  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  61,  thence  along  Alsdaama 
Highway  61  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  80, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  5,  thence  sdong  Alabama 
Highway  5  to  junction  Alabama  Highway 
28,  thence  sdong  Alsibsuna  Highway  28 
to  junction  Alabama  Highway  10,  thence 
along  Alsd)ama  Highway  10  to  junction 
Alabsuna  Highway  47,  thence  sdong  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  47  to  junction  Alabsuna 
Highway  83,  thence  along  Alabsuna  High¬ 
way  83  to  Junction  n.S.  Highway  31, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction 


Alabsuna  Highway  41,  thence  sdong  Ala¬ 
bsuna  Highway  41  to  the  Alabama-Flor- 
ida  State  line,  to  points  in  Nevada. 

(d)  From  points  in  Alabama  on,  north, 
suid  esist  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ten- 
nessee-AlsU)suna  State  line,  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  43  to  junction  Ala¬ 
bsuna  Highway  20,  thence  silong  Alabama 
Highway  20  to  junction  Alabsuna  High¬ 
way  157,  thence  along  Alabama  Highway 
157  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  65, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  65  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  280,  thence  silong 
U.S.  Highway  280  to  the  Alabama-Geor- 
gia  State  line,  to  points  in  New  Mexico, 
on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Colorsido-New  Mexico  State  line 
extending  sdong  U.S.  Highway  85  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  Arizona-New 
Mexico  State  line,  and  (e)  from  points 
in  AlsUsama  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Mississippi-Alabsuna 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  43,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  43  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  84,  thence  along  U.S.  Highwsiy 
84  to  junction  Alabama  Highway  21, 
thence  silong  Alabama  Highway  21  to  the 
Alsd>ama-P7orida  State  line  to  pioints  in 
Utah  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Utah-Nebraska  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  Utah  Highwsiy  56  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  91,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  91  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  15,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
15  to  junction  Utsih  Highway  4,  thence 
silong  Utah  Highway  4  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  89,  thence  sdong  U.S.  Highway 
89  to  junctim  Interstate  Highway  70, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
the  Utah-Colorado  State  line;  (2)  (a) 
from  points  in  Arkansas  on,  north,  and 
esist  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arksmssis- 
Missouri  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  67  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
62,  thence  sdong  U.S.  Highway  62  to  the 
Arkanssis -Missouri  State  line  and  points 
on,  north,  sind  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Arkanssis-Missouri  extending  along 
Arkanssis  Highway  77  to  junction  Arkan¬ 
ssis  Highway  18,  thence  along  Arkanssis 
Highway  18  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  61, 
thence  sdong  U.S.  Highway  61  to  the  Ar¬ 
kanssis-Missouri  State  line  to  points  in 
Csdifornia  on,  west,  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  tiie  Nevsula -California  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  highway  50  to 
junction  Csdifomia  Highway  49,  thence 
sdong  California  Highway  49  to  Califor¬ 
nia  Highway  140,  thence  along  CaUfomia 
Highway  140  to  junction  California 
Highway  59,  thence  along  California 
Highway  59  to  junction  California  High¬ 
way  152,  thence  sdong  California  High¬ 
way  152  to'juncticxi  C?alifomla  Highway 
156,  thence  along  CsJlfomia  Highway  156 
to  its  terminus  at  Monterey,  Csilif. 

(b)  From  points  in  Arkanssis,  on  suid 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arksmsas- 
Missouri  State  line  extending  sdong  U.S. 
Highway  61  to  the  Arksmssui-Tennessee 
State  line  to  points  in  Idsdio,  on.  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Idaho- 
Utsdi  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  93  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  30, 
thence  along  UJS.  mghway  30  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  30N,  thence  along  U.S. 


Highway  30N  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
191,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  191  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  91  and  Interstate 
Highway  15,  thence  sdong  UJS.  Highway 
91  and  Interstate  Highway  15  to  the 
Idsdio-Montana  State  line,  (c)  from 
points  in  Arkanssui  on  and  esist  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Arkanssis-Missouri 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 

61  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  55. 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  55  to 
the  Arkansas-Tennessee  State  line,  to 
points  in  Montana,  on,  north,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Montana- 
Wyoming  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  89  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  90,  thence  sdong  Interstate  Highway 
90  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  191,  thence 
sdong  U.S.  Highway  191  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  2,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
2  to  junction  Montana  Highway  13, 
thence  along  Montana  Highway  13  to 
junction  Montana  Highway  5,  thence 
silong  Montsma  Highway  5  to  the  North 
Dakota-Montana  State  line,  (d)  from 
points  in  Arkanssis  on  and  esist  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Missouri-Arkanssu 
State  line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  55  to  the  Arkansas-Tennessee 
State  line  to  points  in  Nevada,  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Utah- 
Nevada  State  line  extending  along  Ne¬ 
vada  Highway  30  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  95,  thence  sdong 
U.S.  Highway  95  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
the  Nevada-Califomia  State  line. 

(e)  From  points  in  Arkanssis  on,  north, 
and  esist  of  a  line  beginning  at  Uie  Ar- 
kansas-Missouri  State  line  extending 
sdong  U.S.  Highway  67  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 

62  to  junction  Arksmsas  Highway  135, 
thence  along  Arksmssis  Highway  135  to 
junction  Arkansas  Highway  1,  thence 
along  Arkanssis  Highway  1  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  49,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  49  to  the  Arkanssis-Mlssissippi  State 
line,  smd  points  on  and  esist  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Arkanssis-Mississippi 
State  line  extending  along  UJS.  Highway 
82  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  the  Arksmssis- 
Louisiana  State  line,  to  points  in  Oregon, 

(f)  from  points  in  Arkanssis  on  and  esist 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arksmssis- 
Missouri  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  61  to  junction  Arkanssus  High¬ 
way  120,  thence  sdong  Arkanssis  Highway 
120  to  the  Arkansas-Tennessee  State  line 
to  points  in  Utah  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Utah-Wyoming  State 
line  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  50 A,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
50A  to  the  Utsdi-Nevsula  State  line,  (g) 
from  points  in  Arkanssis  on  and  esist  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Arkanssis-Missouri 
State  line  extending  sdong  U.S.  Highway 
67  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  62,  thence 
sdong  U.S.  Highway  62  to  jimction  Ar¬ 
kanssis  Highway  135,  thence  sdong  Ar- 
ksinssis  Highway  135  to  junction  Ar¬ 
ksmsas  Highway  1,  thence  sdcmg  Arksm¬ 
sas  Highway  1  to  Junction  Arkansas 
Highway  54,  thence  along  AricanssM 


FEOEftAL  REGISTEI,  VOL  40,  NO.  Ill— MONDAY,  JUNE  9,  1975 


24591 


NOTICES 


Highway  54  to  Junction  n.S.  Highway 
65,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65  to 
Junction  UH.  Highway  165,  thence  along 
UJ3.  Highway  165  to  the  Arkansas- 
Loulslana  State  line  to  points  In  Wash¬ 
ington. 

(h)  PYom  Blythevllle,  Ark.,  and  its 
commercial  zone  to  points  In  Wyoming 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Wyoming-Utah  State  line  extending 
along  Wyoming  Highway  530  to  Junction 
Interstate  Highway  80,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80  to  Junction  n.S. 
Highway  187,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
187  to  Junction  Wyoming  Highway  28, 
thence  along  Wyoming  Highway  28  to 
Junction  UH.  Highway  287,  thence  along 
UH.  Highway  287  to  Junction  Wyoming 
Highway  789,  thence  along  Wyoming 
Highway  789  to  Jimctlon  UJS.  Highway 
16.  thence  along  UH.  Highway  16  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  25,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  25  to  Junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90.  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90  to  Junction  X7.S.  High¬ 
way  87,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway  87 
to  the  Wyoming-Montana  State  line;  (3) 
(a)  from  points  in  Connecticut  to  points 
in  Montana,  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line  extending 
along  UB.  Highway  91  to  Jimctlon  n.S. 
Highway  89.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
89  to  Junction  n.S.  Highway  10,  tiience 
along  UB.  Highway  10  to  Billings.  Mont., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  Junction 
U  S.  Highway  310,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  310  to  the  Wyoming-Montana 
State  line,  and  (b)  from  points  In  Con¬ 
necticut  to  points  in  Wyoming  on,  west, 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Wyoming-Nebraska  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Jimctlon  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  25,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  25  to  Junction  Wyoming 
Highway  59,  thence  along  Wyoming 
Highway  59  to  the  Wyoming-Montana 
State  line;  (4)  from  points  in  Delaware 
to  points  in  Montana  on,  south,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  15  to 
Junction  UB.  Highway  87,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  87  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  191,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  191 
to  Junction  Interstate  Highway  90,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  90  to  Junction 
UB.  Highway  212,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  212  to  Junction  Montana  High¬ 
way  59.  thence  along  Montana  Highway 
59  to  the  Wyoming-Montana  State  line. 

(5)  (a)  From  pitots  in  Florida,  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
Florlda  State  line  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  27  to  Junction  UB.  Highway 
319,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  319  to 
Junction  Florida  Highway  363,  thence 
along  Florida  Highway  363  to  its  termi¬ 
nus  at  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to  points  in 
Arizcuia,  on  and  west  of  a  line  loginning 
at  the  Arizona-New  Mexico  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Arizona  Highway  287,  thtoce  along 
Arizona  Highway  287  to  Junction  Inter¬ 
state  Hitoway  10,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  Junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  t.  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
8  to  Junction  Arizona  Hl^way  85,  thence 


along  Arizona  Highway  85  to  the  United 
States-Mexico  International  Boundary 
line,  (b)  from  points  in  Florida  to  points 
in  CaUfomia  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Morro  Bay,  Calif.,  on  the 
Pacific  Ocean,  thence  along  California 
Highway  1  to  Junction  California  High¬ 
way  101,  thence  along  California  High¬ 
way  101  to  Junction  California  Highway 
41.  thence  alcxig  California  Highway  41 
to  Junction  California  Highway  46, 
thence  along  California  Highway  46  to 
Junction  California  Highway  99,  thence 
along  California  Highway  99  to  Junction 
California  Highway  178,  thence  along 
California  Highway  178  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  395,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
395  to  Junction  California  Highway  190, 
thence  along  California  Highway  190  to 
Junction  California  Highway  127,  thence 
along  California  Highway  127  to  the  Cal- 
ifomia-Nevada  State  line,  (c)  from 
points  in  Florida  on,  east,  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Alabama-Florida 
State  line  extending  along  Florida  High¬ 
way  85  to  its  terminus  at  Ft.  Walton 
Beach,  Fla.,  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to 
points  in  Nevada. 

(d)  From  points  in  Florida  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-Florida  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  17  to  Junction 
Florida  Highway  20,  thence  along  Florida 
Highway  20  to  Junction  UB.  Highway 
441,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  441  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  301,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  301  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  92,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  92  to 
St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  on  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  to  points  in  New  Mexico  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Arizona-New  Mexico  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Highway  10  to  Junc- 
ticm  U.S.  Highway  85,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  85  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  60. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  the 
Texas-New  Mexico  State  line;  (6)  (a) 
from  points  in  Georgia,  on.  north,  emd 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
Alabama  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  280  to  Junction  Georgia  High¬ 
way  55,  thence  along  Georgia  Highway  55 
to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  82,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  82  to  Junction  Georgia 
Highway  50.  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  50  to  Junction  UB.  Eiighway  19, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  the 
Georgia-Florida  State  line  to  points  in 
Arizona,  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Arizona-New  Mexico  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  80  and  U.S.  Highway 
89,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  and 
UB.  Highway  89  to  Junction  Arizona 
Highway  287,  thence  along  Arizona  High¬ 
way  287  to  Junction  Arizona  Highway  84, 
thence  along  Arizona  Highway  84  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  80,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  95.  thence  along  UB.  Highway  95  to 
the  United  States-Mexico  International 
Boundary  line,  and  (b)  from  points  In 
Georgia  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Alabama-Georgia  State 
line  ext^dlng  along  UB.  Highway  278  to 
Junctiim  U.S.  Highway  41.  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  41  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  341,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  341 


to  junction  U.S.  Highway  53,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  53  to  Junction 
Georgia  Highway  23.  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  23  to  the  Georgia- 
Florida  State  line  to  points  in  New 
Mexico  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Texas-New  Mexico 
State  line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  70. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  the  New 
Mexico-Texas  State  line. 

(7)  (a)  From  points  in  Illinois,  on. 
east,  and  south  of  a  line  banning  at  and 
including  Chicago.  Ill.,  and  its  commer¬ 
cial  zone,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway 
1  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  Junction  Illinois 
Highway  130,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  130  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway  15, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  15  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  37,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  37  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  60,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
60  to  the  niinois-Kentucky  State  line 
to  points  in  Arizona  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Arizona-New 
Mexico  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  180  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
66,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
Junction  Arizona  Highway  68,  thence 
along  Arizona  Highway  68  to  the  Ari- 
zona-Nevada  State  line,  (b)  from  points 
in  Illinois,  on  and  west  of  a  line  login¬ 
ning  at  the  Illinois-Indiana  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  136  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  150,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  150  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway 
16.  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  16  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  45  to  Junction  Interstate 
Highway  57,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  57  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway 
161,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  161  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  Junction  Illinois 
Highway  154,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  154  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway  150, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  150  to  the 
Illinois-Missourl  State  line  to  points  in 
California,  (c)  from  points  in  Illinois  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
minois-Indiana  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  Junction  Illinois 
Highway  130,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  130  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway  1, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  1  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  45.  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  45  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway 
13,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway*  13  to 
Junction  Interstate  Highway  57,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  57  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  to  the  minois-Kentucky  State 
line  to  points  in  Idaho. 

(d)  Prom  points  in  Illinois  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Hlinois-Kentucky  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  Junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  57,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  57  to  Junction  Illinois 
Highway  13,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  13  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  45, 
thence  along  U.S,  Highway  45  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  141,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  141  to  the  Hlinois- 
Indiana  State  lln^  to  points  in  Montana 
(m,  north,  and  west  of  a  Une  beginning 
at  the  United  States-Canada  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  extending  along 
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Montana  Secondary  Road  247  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  1.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  2  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
191,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  191  to 
junction  Montana  Highway  19,  thence 
along  Montana  Highway  19  to  jiinction 
U.S.  Highway  87,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  87  to  junction  U.S.  Highw'ay  10, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  junc¬ 
tion  UJ3.  Highway  310,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  310  to  the  Montana- 
Wyoming  State  line,  (e)  from  points 
in  Illinois,  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Indiana -Illinois  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction 
Illinois  Highway  130,  thence  along  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  130  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  15,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  15  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
57,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  57 
to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  the  Illinois- 
Kentucky  State  line  to  points  in  Nevada, 
(f)  from  points  in  Illinois  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  in¬ 
cluding  its  conunercial  zone,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  90  to  junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  1,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  130,  thence 
along  niinois  Highway  130  to  junction 
Illinois  Highway  1,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  1  to  junction  UH.  Highway 
460,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  460  to 
the  Illinois-Indiana  State  line  to  points 
in  New  Mexico,  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Arizona-New  Mexico 
State  line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  the  New  Mexico-Texas 
State  line  and  points  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Texas-New  Mexico 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  the  New  Mexico-Texas  State  line. 

(g)  From  points  in  Illinois,  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Missouri-Ulinois  State  line  extending 
along  Illinois  Highway  150  to  junction 
niinois  Highway  3,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  3  to  junction  Illinois  Highway 
149,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  149  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  13,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  13  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  57,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  57  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  250, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  250  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  Illinois- 
Indiana  State  line  to  points  dn  Oregon, 
(h>  from  points  in  Illinois,  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
Ulinois  State  line  extending  along  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  37  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  146,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  146  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  45, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junction 
Illinois  Highway  141,  thence  alimg  nii-^ 
nois  Highway  141  to  the  Hlinois- 
Indiana  State  line  to  points  in  Utah,  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Arizona-Utah  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  91  to  junction  Utah  High¬ 
way  4,  thence  along  Utah  Highway  4  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  89,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  89  to  Junction  Utah 


Highway  28,  thence  along  Utah  High¬ 
way  28  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  91, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  91  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  89,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  89  to  the  Utah-Idaho  State 
line,  (1)  from  points  in  Illinois,  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lUinois- 
Missouri  State  line  extending  along 
Illinois  Highway  150  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  154,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  154  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  161,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  161  to  junction 
Illinois  Highway  37,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  37  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
the  Illinois-Indiana  State  line  to  points 
in  Washington,  and  (j)  from  Metropolis 
and  Brookport,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Wyoming. 

(8)  (a)  From  points  in  Indiana,  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Illinois-Illinois  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  41.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
41  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  28, 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  28  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  25,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  25  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  31  to  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  10.  thence  along  Indiana  Highway 
10  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  19, 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  19  to  the 
Michigan-Indiana  State  line,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  (b)  from  points  in  Indiana 
on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Indiana -Michigan  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junc¬ 
tion  Indiana  Highway  25,  thence  along 
Indiana  Highway  25  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  24.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
24  to  the  Illinois-Indiana  State  line  to 
points  in  California  on,  north,  south,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Cali- 
fornia-Nevada  State  line  extending 
along  California  Highway  127  to  junction 
California  Highway  190,  thence  along 
California  Highway  190  to  junction  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  136,  thence  along  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  136  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  395,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
395  to  junction  California  Highway  178, 
thence  along  California  Highway  178  to 
junction  California  Highway  155,  thence 
along  California  Highway  155  to  junc¬ 
tion  California  Highway  165,  thence 
along  California  Highway  165  to  junc¬ 
tion  California  Highway  198,  thence 
along  California  Highway  198  to  junc¬ 
tion  California  Highway  99.  ^ence  along 
California  Highway  99  to  junction  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  299,  thence  along  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  299  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  395,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
395,  to  the  Califomia-Oregon  State  line, 
(c)  from  points  in  Indiana  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Indiana-Ohio  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  jimction  Indiana 
Highway  37.  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  37  to  Junction  Indiana  Highway  45. 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  45  to 
Junction  Indiana  Highway  54,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  54  to  Junction 
Indiana  Highway  67,  thence  along 
Indiana  Highway  67  to  junction  U.S. 


Highway  41.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
41  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  theftce 
aloi^  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  Ullnois- 
Indiana  State  line  to  points  in  Idaho. 

(d)  From  points  in  Indiana  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Illinois- 
Indiana  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  135,  thence  tdong  Indiana  Highway 
135  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  58. 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  58  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  65,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  65  to  junction 
Indiana  Highway  46,  thence  along 
Indiana  Highway  46  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  7,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  7  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the 
Indiana-Ohio  State  line  to  points  in 
Montana  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  89  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  91,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
91  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  287,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  12,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
12  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  89.  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  89  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  10,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  Billings,  Mont.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  10  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
310,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  310  to 
the  Montana-Wyoming  State  line,  (e) 
from  points  in  Indiana,  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Illinois-Indiana 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
40  to '  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line  to 
points  in  Nevada,  (f)  from  ix)ints  in 
Indiana,  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginrUng 
at  the  Indiana-Blinois  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction 
Indiana  Highway  67,  thence  along 
Indiana  Highway  67  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  59,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  59  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  231  to  jimction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  25,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway 
25  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  31  to  Uie  Indlana- 
Michigan  State  line  to  points  in  New 
Mexico  on,  west,  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  285,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  285  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  25,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  25  to  jimction 
New  Mexico  Highway  44,  thence  along 
New  Mexico  Highway  44  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  550,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
550  to  the  New  Mexico-Colorado  State 
line. 

(g)  From  pomts  in  Indiana  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginntog  at  the  Ohio- 
Indiana  State  line  extending  along  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  37  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  35,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  35  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  31.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  31  to  Junction  Indiana 
Highway  32,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  32  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  231, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  the  Illinois-Indiana  State 
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line  to  points  in  Oregon,  (h)  from  points 
in  Indiana,  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Indiana-niinols  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  n.S.  Highway  50  to  func¬ 
tion  UJ5.  Highway  41,  thence  along  UH. 
Highway  41  to  function  Indiana  High¬ 
way  67,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway 
67  to  function  UH.  Highway  40,  thence 
along  UJ3.  ffighway  40  to  the  Indiana- 
Ohio  State  line  to  points  in  Utah,  and  (f ) 
from  points  in  Indiana,  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Indi- 
ana  State  line  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  function  UJS.  Highway  460, 
thence  along  UH.  IDghway  460  to  fxmc- 
tion  Indiana  Highway  135,  thence  along 
Indiana  His^way  135  to  junction  Indi¬ 
ana  Hi^way  56,  thence  al<mg  Indiana 
Highway  56  to  junction  UH.  Highway 
421,  thence  along  UJ3.  Highway  421  to 
the  Indiana-Kentucky  State  line  to 
points  in  Wyoming;  (9)  (a)  from  points 
in  Louisiana,  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Mississippi-Louisiana  State 
line  extending  along  Louisiana  Highway 
25  to  jimction  UH.  Highway  190,  thence 
al(mg  UH.  Hi^way  190  to  the  Lake 
Pontchartrain  Causeway,  thence  along 
the  Lake  Pontchartrain  Causeway  to 
function  Interstate  Highway  10,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  10  to  jimction 
UH.  Highway  90BR.  thence  along  UJS. 
Highway  90BR  to  function  Louisiana 
Highway  23,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  23  to  its  terminus  at  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  to  points  in  California,  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Callf- 
omia-Oregon  State  Une  extending  along 
UJS.  Highway  395  to  function  California 
Highway  299,  thence  along  California 
Highway  299  to  junction  UJS.  Highway 
101,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway  101  to 
Eureka  on  the  Pacific  Ocean,  (b)  from 
points  in  Louisiana,  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Mississippi-Louisiana 
State  line  extending  along  Louisiana 
Highway  21  to  junction  U.S.  Hlediway 
190,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway  190  to  the 
I^e  Pontchartrain  Causeway,  thence 
along  the  Lake  Pontchartrain  Causeway 
to  jimction  Interstate  Highway  10,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  10  to  junction 
UJS.  Hie^way  90BR,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  90BR  to  jimction  Louisiana 
Highway  23,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  23  to  Venice.  La.,  on  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  to  pomts  in  Idaho. 

(c)  From  points  in  Louisiana,  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Louislana- 
Mississippi  State  Une  extending  along 
UB.  Hl^way  61  to  junction  Louisiana 
Highway  1  at  Baton  Rouge.  La.,  and  its 
ccmimercial  zone,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  1  to  junction  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  69,  thence  along  Louisiana  Highway 
69  to  junction  Louisiana  Highway  70, 
thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  70  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  90,  thence  along 
UJS.  Highway  90  to  the  Lower  Atchafa- 
laya  River,  thence  along  the  Lower 
Atchafalaya  River  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  and  Delta,  Ia.,  and  its  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  to  points  in  Montana 
on  and  ncurth  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Idaho-Montana  State  Une 
extending  alirng  Montana  Highway 
43  to  junction  UB.  Highway  91,  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  91  to  junction  UB. 


Highway  10.  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
10  to  junction  UB.  Highway  87.  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  87  to  junction  Mcm- 
tana  Highway  200,  thence  along  Montana 
lUghway  200  to  junction  Montana  High¬ 
way  2008,  thence  along  Mmitana  High¬ 
way  200S  to  junction  Montana  Highway 
16.  thence  along  Montana  Highway  16  to 
jimction  Montana  Highway  200,  thence 
idong  Montana  Highway  200  to  the  North 
Dakota-Montana  State  Une,  (d)  frmn 
points  m  Louisiana,  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Mississippi-Louisiana 
State  Une  extending  along  Louisiana 
Highway  21  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
190,  thence  along  U-S.  Highway  190  to  the 
Lake  Pontchartrain  Causeway,  thence 
along  the  Lake  Pontchartrain  Causeway 
to  junction  Biterstate  Highway  10.  thence 
along  Interstate  Hi^way  10  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  90BR,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  90BR  to  junction  Louisiana 
Hi^way  23,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  23  to  its  terminus  on  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico  to  points  in  Nevada,  on  and 
north  of  a  Une  begmning  at  the  Nevada- 
Utah  State  Une  extending  along  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  30  to  junction  U.6.  High¬ 
way  40.  thence  along  UB.  Highway  40  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  95,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  95  to  junction  Louisiana 
Highway  140,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  140  to  the  Nevada-Oregon  State 
Une. 

<e)  Prom  points  In  Louisiana,  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Missis¬ 
sippi-Louisiana  State  Une  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  55  to  junction 
Louisiana  Highway  22,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  22  to  Junction  Loui¬ 
siana  Highway  3089,  thence  along  Loui¬ 
siana  Highway  3089  to  junction  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  18.  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  18  to  junction  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  along  Louisiana  Highway 
20  to  Junction  Louisiana  Highway  24. 
thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  24  to 
Houma.  La.,  and  Delta,  La.,  and  its  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  to  points  m  Oregon,  (f) 
from  points  in  Louisiana,  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mississippi- 
Louisiana  State  line  extending  along 
Louisiana  Highway  21  to  junction 
Louisiana  Highway  41,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  41  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  HighwEiy  10  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  90,. thence  along  U.S.  Highway  90 
to  junction  Louisiana  Highway  23. 
thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  23  to 
its  terminus  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to 
points  in  Utah,  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beglnnmg  at  the  Idaho-Utah  State  line 
extending  along  Utah  Highway  30  to  the 
Utah-Nevada  State  line,  (g)  from  points 
in  Louisiana,  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Louisiana-Arkansas  State 
line  extrading  along  U.S.  Highway  65 
to  junction  Louisiana  Highway  1,  thence 
along  Louisiana  Highway  1  to  junction 
Louisiana  Highway  20,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Hlgtiway  20  to  junction  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  24,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Hlfi^way  24  to  junction  Louisiana  High- 
wi^  57,  thence  along  Louisiana  Highway 
67  to  its  terminus  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
to  points  in  Washington,  and  (h)  from 
points  in  Louisiana,  on.  east,  and  north 


of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mississippi- 
Louisiana  State  line  extracUng  akmg 
Louisiana  Highway  21  to  junction  Loui¬ 
siana  Hi^way  41.  thence  along  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  41  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  190,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway- 190  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  90,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
90  to  the  Mississippi-Louisiana  State 
line  to  points  In  Wyoming  on.  north,  and 
west  of  a  line  begmning  at  the  Idaho- 
Wyoming  State  line  extending  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80  to  junctira  U.S. 
Highway  187,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
187  to  junction  Wyoming  Highway  28. 
thence  along  Wyoming  Highway  28  to 
junction  Wyoming  Highway  789,  thence 
along  Wyoming  Highway  789  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
25.  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  25 
to  junction  UB.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  Wyoming- 
Nebraska  State  line. 

(10)  (a)  F¥om  points  in  Maine,  to 
points  in  Montana,  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Montana-Wyconing 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
310  to  junction  UB.  Highway  10,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  191,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  191  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  87, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  87  to  junc¬ 
tion  n.S.  Highway  91,  th$nce  along  U.S. 
Highway  91  to  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line,  and  (b) 
from  pomts  in  Maine,  to  points  in  Wyo- 
mmg,  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Wyommg-Montana  State  Une  ex¬ 
tending  along  Wyoming  Highway  59  to 
Junction  Interstate  Highway  25,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  25  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  85,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  85  to  the  'i^raimg-Colorado  State 
ime;  (11)  (a)  frcrni  pomts  m  Maryland, 
to  pomts  in  Montana,  on  and  west  Of  a 
ime  beginning  at  the  Montana-Wyommg 
State  Une  extendmg  along  Montana 
Highway  59  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
212,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  212  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  87,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  87  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  12,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  191,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  191  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  87,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  87  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  91,  thence  edong 
U.S.  Highway  91  to  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  Une. 
and  (b)  from  pomts  m  Maryland,  to 
points  m  WyonUng,  on  and  west  of  a 
Une  beginning  at  the  Wyomlng-Mon- 
tana  State  Une  extending  along  Wyo¬ 
ming  Highway  59  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  26,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  26 
to  the  Wyomlng-Nebraska  State  ime; 
(12)  (a)  from  pomts  in  Massachusetts,  to 
pomts  m  Mratana,  on,  south,  and  west 
of  a  Une  beghmlng  at  the  united  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  ime  ex¬ 
tending  akmg  U.S.  Highway  93  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  90.  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  90  to  Junctira  U.8. 
Highway  310,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  310  to  the  Montana-Wyommg  State 
Une. 

(b)  From  points  m  Massachusetts  to 
pomts  m  Wyoming,  on  and  west  of  a  Une 
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begiiuiing  at  the  Wyoming-Montana 
State  line  extending  along  U^.  Highway 
310  to  jiuictlcm  n.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction 
Wyoming  Highway  220,  thence  along 
Wyoming  Highway  220  to  junction 
Wyoming  Highway  487,  thence  alcmg 
Wyoming  Highway  487  to  junction  n.S. 
Highway  30/287,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30/287  to  jimction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  85,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  85  to  the  Wyoming- 
Colorado  State  line;  (13)  (a)  from  points 
in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  United 
States-Canada  International  Boundary 
line  at  Sauli  Ste.  Marie,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  75  to  St.  Ignace,  and 
all  points  In  the  Lower  Peninsula  of 
Michigan  to  points  In  Arizona,  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Arizona-New  Mexico  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  160  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  89,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  89  to  junction  Arizona  Highway  64, 
thence  along  Arizona  Highway  64  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  66,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  66  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  93,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  93  to 
the  Arlzona-Nevada  State  line,  (b)  from 
points  in  Michigan,  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Michigan- Indiana  State 
line  extending  along  Michigan  Highway 
6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  12,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  127,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
127  to  jimction  Interstate  Highway  496, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  496  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  27  to  junction  Michigan 
Highway  61,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  61  to  junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  along  Michlgran  Highway 
30  to  junction  Michigan  Highway  55, 
thence  along  Michigan  Highway  55  to  its 
terminus  on  Lake  Huron,  to  points  in 
(Talifomia,  (c)  from  Port  Huron,  Mich., 
and  Its  commercial  zone,  to  points  In 
Idaho,  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Payette,  Idaho,  and  Its  commercial 
zone,  thence  along  Idaho  Highway  62  to 
junction  Idaho  Highway  55,  thence  along 
Idaho  Highway  55  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  95,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
95  to  the  Oregon-Idaho  State  line, 

(d)  From  points  In  Michigan,  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Michlgan- 
Ohlo  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  23  to  junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  13,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
13  to  jimction  Michigan  Highway  247, 
thence  along  Michigan  Highway  247  to 
its  terminus  on  Lake  Huron,  to  points  in 
Nevada,  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Utah-Nevada  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  Nevada  Highway  25  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6  to  jimctlcxi  U.S.  Highway  95, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  95  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  the  Nevada-Callfomla 
State  line,  (e)  fnxn  points  In  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  and  points  in  the 
Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  75,  to  points 
In  New  Mexico,  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Texas-New  Mexico 


State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
84  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  40, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
the  New  Mexico-Arlzona  State  line,  (f) 
from  points  In  Michigan,  on,  south,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Mlchigan  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  23  to  junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  21,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
21  to  Port  Huron,  Mich.,  to  points  in 
Oregon,  on,  nortli,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Washington-Oregon 
State  line  extending  along  Oregon  High¬ 
way  11  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
80N,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
SON  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  97,  thence 
along  L.S.  Highway  97  to  the  Oregon- 
Californla  State  line,  (g)  from  points  in 
Michigan,  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Ohio-Mlchlgan  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  25  to  Junction 
Michigan  Highway  53,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  53  to  junction  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  46,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  46  to  junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  15,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
15  to  junction  Michigan  Highway  13, 
thence  along  Michigan  Highway  13  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  23,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  23  to  Alpena,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Utah,  on,  south,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Arizona-Utah  State 
line  extending  sdong  UJS.  Highway  80  to 
Richfield,  Utah,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  89  to  junction  Utah  Highway  4, 
thence  along  Utah  Highway  4  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  91,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  91  to  junction  Utah  Highway 
21,  thence  along  Utah  Highway  21  to  the 
Utah-Nevada  State  line. 

(h)  Prom  points  in  the  Lower  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan,  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line  at  Port  Hu¬ 
ron,  Mich.,  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
25  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  94, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  94  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  25.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  25  to  the  Mlchigan-Ohio 
State  line,  to  points  in  Washington,  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Oregon- Washington  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  197  to  junction 
Washington  Highway  14,  thence  along 
Washington  Highway  14  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  5,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  5  to  junction  Washington 
Highway  4,  thence  along  Washington 
Highway  4  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  101, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  101  to  junc¬ 
tion  Washington  Highway  103,  thence 
along  Washington  Highway  103  to  its 
terminus  on  the  Pacific  Ocean;  (14)  (a) 
from  Corinth,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
on.  south,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Nevada- Arizona  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  93  to  junc¬ 
tion  Arizona  Highway  71,  thence  along 
Arizona  Highway  71  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  89,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
89  to  Junction  Arizona  Highway  69, 
thence  along  Arizona  Highway  69  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  17,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  17  to  junctiim  UJS. 
Highway  80,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway 
80  to  the  Callfomla-Arizona  State  line, 
and  Littlefield  and  Teec  Nos  Pos,  Arlz., 
(b)  from  points  In  Mississippi,  on,  north. 


and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Rosedale, 
Miss.,  extending  along  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  8  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  49E, 
thence,  along  U.S.  Highway  49E  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  82,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  55,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
55  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  49,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  49  to  Gulfport,  Miss., 
and  its  commercial  zone,  to  points  in 
California,  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Califomia-Nevada  State 
line  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
80  to  junction  California  Highway  20, 
thence  along  California  Highway  20  to 
Noyo,  Calif. 

(c)  From  points  in  Mississippi,  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Missis- 
sippi-Arkansas  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  49  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  49E,  thence  along  UJS.  High¬ 
way  40E  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  82, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highwray  51,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  49, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  49  to  junc¬ 
tion  Mississippi  Highway  13,  thence  along 
Mississippi  Highway  13  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  98,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
98  to  junction  Mississippi  Highway  35, 
thence  along  Mississippi  Highway  35  to 
the  Mississippi-Louisiana  State  line,  to 
points  in  Idaho,  (d)  from  points  In  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Arkansas-Mississippl  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  49  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highwray  61  to  Junction  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  33,  thence  along  Mississippi  Highway 
33  to  junction  Mississippi  Highway  24, 
thence  along  Mississippi  Highway  24  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  61  to  the  Louisiana-Mlssis- 
sippi  State  line  to  points  in  Montana,  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Idaho-Montana  State  line  extending 
along  Montana  Highway  43  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  91,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  91  to  junction  U.S.  Highwray  10, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highwray  87,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  87  to  junction  Montana  High¬ 
way  200,  thence  along  Montana  Highway 
200  to  junction  Montana  Highway  220S, 
thence  along  Montana  Highway  2008  to 
junction  Montana  Highway  16,  thence 
along  Montana  Highway  16  to  junction 
Montana  Highway  200,  thence  along 
Montana  Highway  200  to  the  North  Da- 
kota-Montana  State  line. 

(e)  From  points  in  Mississippi,  on  and 
east  of  arline  beginning  at  the  Tennessee- 
Misslsslppl  State  line  extending  along 
Mississippi  IBghwray  7  to  jimction  Missis¬ 
sippi  Highway  9,  thence  along  Mississippi 
Highway  9  to  Junction  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  397,  thence  alcmg  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  397  to  junction  Mississippi  Highway 
19,  thence  along  Mississippi  Highway  19 
to  the  Misslssippl-Alabama  State  line, 
to  points  In  Nevada,  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Nevada-Utah  State 
line  extending  along  Nevada  Highway  25 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  the  Callfomla-Nevada 
State  line,  (f)  from  points  in  Mississippi, 
on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
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the  Louislana-Misslssippl  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Mississippi  Highway  27,  thence 
along  Mississippi  Highway  27  to  junc- 
ticm  Interstate  Highway  55,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  55  to  the  Mississippi- 
Louisiana  State  line,  to  points  in  Oregon, 
(g)  from  points  in  Mississippi,  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennes- 
see-Mississippi  State  line  extending 
along  Mississippi  Highway  7  to  jimction 
Mississippi  Highway  9W,  thence  along 
Mississippi  Highway  9W  to  junction  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  9,  thence  along  Missis¬ 
sippi  Highway  9  to  Juncticai  Mississippi 
Highway,  12.  thence  along  Mississippi 
Highway  *12  to  junction  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  19,  thence  along  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  19  to  junction  Mississippi  Highway 
15,  thence  alcxig  Mississippi  Highway  15 
to  juncticm  U.S.  Highway  80,  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  80  to  jxmction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  59,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  59  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  11,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
11  to  junction  n.S.  Highway  49,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  49  to  Gulfport,  Miss., 
and  its  commercial  zone,  to  points  in 
Utah,  on  and  north  of  a  Una  beginning 
at  the  Nevada- Arizona  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  15,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  15  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  189,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
189  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  Utah-Colo- 
rado  State  line. 

(h)  From  points  in  Mississippi,  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Missis- 
slppl-Tennessee  State  line  extending 
along  Mississippi  Highway  7  to  jimction 
Mississippi  Highway  6,  thence  along  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  6  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  49E,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  49E 
to  junction  Mississippi  Highway  35, 
thence  aloi^  Mississippi  Highway  35  to 
the  Mlssissippi-Loulsiana  State  line,  to 
points  in  Wyoming,  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Wyoming-Montana 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
87  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  16,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  16  to  junction  Wyo¬ 
ming  Highway  789,  thence  along  Wyo¬ 
ming  Highway  789  to  junction  Wyo¬ 
ming  Highway  28,  thence  along  Wyo- 
oming  Highway  28  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  187,  thence  along  UJS.  High¬ 
way  187  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80  to  the  Wyoming-Utah  State 
line;  (15)  (a)  frmn  points  in  Missouri, 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ullnois-Missourl  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  al(mg  Missoiud  Highway  72  to  junc¬ 
ticm  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  along  UH. 
Highway  61  to  New  Madrid,  Mo.,  on  the 
Mississippi  River,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
cm  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Nevada-Arizona  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  93  to  junction  Ari¬ 
zona  Highway  95,  thence  along  Arizona 
Highway  95  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  95, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  95ito  the 
United  States-Mexioo  International 
Boimdary  line,  and  Littlefield,  Ariz.,  and 
its  commercial  zone,  (b)  from  points  in 
Missouri,  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  ItQssouri-Hlinois  State 


line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
junction  UJS.  Highway  61,  thence  along 
UH.  Highway  61  to  junction  Missouri 
Highway  74,  thence  along  Misscmrl  High¬ 
way  74  to  its  terminus  at  (Tape  Girar¬ 
deau,  Mo.,  to  points  in  California,  (c) 
from  points  in  Missouri,  on,  south,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  nitnois- 
Missouri  State  line  extending  alcmg  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  146  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  61 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  53.  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  53  to  junction  Missouri  High¬ 
way  51,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway 
51  to  the  Missouri- Arkansas  State  line, 
to  points  in  Idaho,  on,  north,  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Montana-Idaho 
State  line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  junction  Idaho  Highway  3, 
thence  along  Idaho  Highway  3  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  95,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  95  to  jimction  Idaho  Highway 
55,  thence  along  Idaho  Highway  55  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  80,  thence 
alcmg  Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction 
Idaho  Highway  51,  thence  along  Idaho 
Highway  51  to  the  Idaho-Nevada  State 
line. 

(d)  From  points  in  Missouri,  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ulinols- 
Mlssouri  State  line  at  Cape  Girardeau, 
Mo.,  and  its  commercial  zone,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  61  to  New  Madrid, 
Mo.,  on  the  Kentucky-Missourl  State 
line,  to  points  in  Montana,  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  United  States- 
CTanada  International  Boundary  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  Montana  Secondary  Road 
233  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  87,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  87  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  91,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
91  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  287,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  10,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  191,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  191  to  tiie  Montana- 
Wyoming  State  line,  (e)  from  points  in 
Missouri,  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Cape  Girardeau  and  its  commercial 
zone,  tiience  along  U.S.  Highway  61  to 
New  Madrid,  Mo.,  and  its  commercial 
zone  to  points  in  Nevada,  (f )  from  points 
in  Missouri,  on  and  southeast  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Missourl-Arkansas 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
67  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  61,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
61  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  74, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  74  to 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  and  its  commercial 
zone,  to  points  In  Oregon,  (g)  from 
Sikeston,  Mo.,  and  its  commercial  zone 
to  points  in  Utah,  on,  north,  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Utah-Wyoming 
State  line  extending  along  Utah  High¬ 
way  30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  89, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  89  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.8.  Highway  91,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  91  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junc¬ 
tion  Utah  Highway  257,  thence  along 
Utah  Highway  257  to  junction  Utah 
Highway  130,  thence  along  Utah  High¬ 
way  130  to  junction  UJ3.  Highway  91, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  91  to  the 


Utah-Arizona  State  line,  (h)  from  points 
In  Missouri,  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  tile  Arkansas-Missourl  State 
line  extending  along  Missouri  Highway 
21  to  juncticm  U.S.  Highway  160,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  160  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
67  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  72, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  72  to 
junction  Missouri  Highway  51,  thence 
along  Missouri  Highway  51  to  the 
Missouri-Ulinois  State  line  to  points  in 
Washington;  and  (1)  from  Sikeston,  Mo„ 
and  its  commerlcal  zone,  to  points  in 
Wyoming,  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Wyoming-Idaho  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  26 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  187,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  187  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  189,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
189  to  Junction  Interstate  Highway  80, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
the  Utah-Wyomlng  State  line. 

(16)  (a)  From  points  in  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  to  points  in  Montana,  on,  souto, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  93  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  90,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
90  to  Billings,  Mont.,  and  its  commercial 
zone,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
90  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  310,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  310  to  the  Montana- 
Wyoming  State  line,  and  (b)  from  points 
In  New  Hampshire,  to  points  in  Wyo¬ 
ming,  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Wyoming-Montana  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  alcmg  U.S.  Highway  87  to  junc¬ 
tion  Wyoming  Highway  220,  thence 
along  Wyoming  Highway  220  to  junc¬ 
tion  Wyoming  Highway  487,  thence 
along  Wyoming  Highway  487  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  85, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  85  to  the 
Wyoming-Colorado  State  line;  (17)  (a) 
from  points  in  New  Jersey,  to  points  in 
Montana,  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  15  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  89,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  89  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  12, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  junc¬ 
tion  Montana  Highway  3,  thence  along 
Montana  Highway  3  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  87,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
87  to  the  Montana- Wyoming  State  line, 
and  (b)  from  points  in  New  Jersey,  to 
points  in  Wyoming,  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Wyoming-Montana 
State  line  extending  along  Wyoming 
Highway  59  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  26, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  26  to  the 
Wyomlng-Nebraska  State  line. 

(18)  (a)  From  points  in  New  York,  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  York  State  line  extending 
along  New  York  Highway  19  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  63,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  63  to  junction  New  Yoi* 
Highway  98,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  98  to  Carlton,  N.Y.,  to  points  In 
Idaho,  (b)  from  points  In  Long  Island, 
N.Y„  and  points  In  New  York  on  and 
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south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
York-New  Jersey  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  9W  to  Junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  287,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  287  to  Junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  95  to  Port  Chester,  N.Y.,  on 
Long  Island  Sound,  to  points  In  Montana, 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line  extending  along  Montana 
Secondary  Road  233  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  87,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
87  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  12,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  10,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  Junction  Montana  Highway  47, 
thence  along  Montana  Highway  47  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  212,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  212  to  the  Montana- Wyo¬ 
ming  State  line,  and  (c)  from  points  in 
New  York,  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State 
line  extending  along  New  York  Highway 
17  to  Junction  New  York  Highway  8, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  8  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  7,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  7  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  2,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  2  to  the  New  York-Mas- 
sachusetts  State  line,  to  points  in  Wyo¬ 
ming,  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Colorado-Wyomlng  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  85  to  Jiuic- 
tion  Interstate  Highway  80,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  80  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  30,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  30  to  Junction  Wyoming  High¬ 
way  487,  thence  along  Wyoming  Highway 
487  to  Junction  Wyoming  Highway  220, 
thence  along  Wyoming  Highway  220  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  20.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  20  to  Junction  Wyoming 
Highway  120,  thence  along  Wyoming 
Highway  120  to  the  Wyomlng-Montana 
State  line. 

(19)  (a)  From  points  In  Ohio,  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohlo- 
Pennsylvanla  State  line,  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30 
to  junction  Ohio  Highway  3.  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  3  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  36,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to 
the  Ohlo-Indiana  State  line  to  points  In 
Idaho,  (b)  from  points  In  Ohio,  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  and  includ¬ 
ing  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Its  commercial 
zone,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  75 
to  junction  Ohio  Highway  4,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  4  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  22  to  the  Ohio-West  Virginia 
State  line  to  points  In  Montana,  on,  west, 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  89  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  2, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  2  to  jimction 
•  U.S.  Highway  93,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  93  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  10. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  12,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  12  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  287, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  287  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  10  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
310,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  310  to 


the  Montana-Wyomlng  State  line,  (e) 
from  points  In  Ohio,  on.  east,  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohlo-Michlgan 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
23  to  Jimction  Interstate  Highway  475, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  475  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  25.  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  25  to  Junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  47,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  47 
to  the  Ohio -Indiana  State  line  to  points 
in  Nevada,  on,  west,  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Idaho-Nevada  State  line 
extending  along  Nevada  Highway  51  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  Nevada-Utah 
State  line. 

(d)  From  points  in  Ohio,  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Indiana  State  line  extending  along  Ohio 
Highway  121  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
36,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  4,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  4  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  306,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30S 
to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  42,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  42  to  Cleveland. 
Ohio,  and  Its  commercial  zone,  on  Lake 
Erie,  to  points  In  Utah,  (e)  from  points 
In  Ohio,  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Its 
commercial  zone,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  42  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
30S.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30S  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  4,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  4  to  Junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  47,  thence  alimg  Qhlo  Highway  47 
to  Union  City,  Ohio,  im  the  Indiana- 
Ohio  State  line,  to  points  In  Washing¬ 
ton,  and  (f)  from  points  In  Ohio,  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
(^o-Indiana  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  Ohio-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line,  to  points  In  Wyoming, 
on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Wyomlng-Montana  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  Wyoming  Highway  59  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  26,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  26  to  the  Wyomlng-Ne- 
braska  State  line;  (20)  (a)  from  points 
In  Pennsylvania,  on  and  southeast  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohlo-Pennsyl- 
vanla  State  line  extending  along  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  68  to  Junction  U.S. 
Hflhway  322,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  322  to  Junction  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  66,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  66  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  219, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  219  to  the 
Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line,  to 
points  In  Idaho. 

(b)  PYom  points  in  Pennsylvania,  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  New  Yoiic-Pennsylvanla  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to 
Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  54. 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  54 
to  Junctlcm  Pennsylvania  Highway  45, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  45 
to  Junction  UH.  Highway  15,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  522,  thence  along  UJ3.  Highway 
522  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Junction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  53.  thence  along  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  S3  to  Junction  UH. 
Hghway  219,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
219  to  Junction  Pennsylvania  Rlediway 
56.  thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
56  to  Junctlim  Pennsylvania  Highway 


271,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
271  to  Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway 
711,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
711  to  Junction  Interstate  Hghway  70,' 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
the  West  Vlrglnla-Pennsylvanla  State 
line  to  points  in  Montana  on.  south,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  United 
States-Canada  International  Boundary 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  93 
to  Junction  Interstate  Highway  90, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  90  to 
Billings,  Mont.,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
310,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  310  to 
the  Montana-Wyoming  State  line,  and 
(c)  from  points  in  Pennsylvania,  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  997, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  997 
to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  223, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  223 
to  Junctiop  Pennsylvania  Highway  850, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  850 
to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  75, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  75 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  522,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
522  to  Junction  U.S.  BQghway  15,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  Junction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  45,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  45  to  Junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  642,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  642  to  Junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  54,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  54  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  11,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  to  Juncticm  Interstate  Highway 
80,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  80 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  81, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  81  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  590, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  590 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  alcrng 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  652,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  652  to  the  Penns^vania-New 
York  State  line  to  points  in  Wyianing, 
(HI  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Wyoming-Nebraska  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  26  to  Junction 
Interstate  Highway  25,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  25  to  Jimctlcm  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90.  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90  to  the  Wyoming- 
Montana  State  line. 

(21)  From  points  In  Rhode  Island,  to 
points  In  Montana,  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line  extending 
along  Montana  Secondary  Highway  242 
to  Junction  UH.  Highway  191,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  191  to  Juncticm  U.S. 
Highway  19,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
19  to  junction  UJ5.  Highway  8^,  thence 
alcmg  U.S.  Highway  87  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  212,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
212  to  the  Montana-Wyoming  State  line; 
(22)  (a)  from  points  In  Tennessee,  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tm- 
nessee-Kentucky  State  line  extending 
along  Tennessee  Highway  69  to  Junction 
UH.  Highway  70,  thence  along  UH.  Sgh- 
way  70  to  Junction  Tennessee  Highway 
13,  thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  13 
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to  the  Tennessee-Alabama  State  line,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  (b)  from  points  in 
Tennessee,  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Missouri-Tennessee 
State  line  extending  along  Tennessee 
Highway  20  to  junction  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  104,  thence  along  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  104  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  45W,  • 
thence  along  UJ5.  Highway  45W  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  45  to  the  Tennessee -Mississippi 
State  line  to  points  in  California,  (c) 
from  points  in  Tennessee,  to  points  in 
Montana,  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Montana -North  Dakota 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
12  to  junction  Montana  Highway  47, 
thence  along  Montana  Highway  47  to 
jimction  n,S.  Highway  87,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  87  to  the  Montana-Wyo- 
ming  State  line,  (d)  from  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee,  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Tennessee-Missouri  State 
line  extending  along  Tennessee  Highway 
20  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  the  Tennessee- 
Mississippi  State  line,  to  points  in  Ne¬ 
vada,  (e)  from  points  in  Tennessee,  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ten- 
nessee-Kentucky  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  41A  to  junction  UJ3. 
Highway  431,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
431  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31.  thence 
alimg  UH.  Highway  31  to  the  Tennessee- 
Alabama  State  line,  to  points  in  New 
Mexico,  (f )  from  points  in  Tennessee,  on 
and  west  of  a,  line  beginning  at  the  Ten- 
nessee-Kentucky  State  line  extending 
along  Tennessee  Highway  21  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  45 W,  thence  along  UJ3. 
Highway  45W  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
45,  thence  along  UJ3.  Highway  45  to  the 
Mississippi-Tennessee  State  line,  to 
points  in  Utah. 

(g)  From  points  in  Tennessee,  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennes- 
see-Kentucky  State  line  extending  along 
UJ3.  Highway  45E  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45.  thence  along  UH.  Highway  45  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highway  18,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  18  to  the  Ten- 
nessee-Mississiimi  State  line,  to  points  in 
Wyoming;  (23)  (a)  from  points  in  Ver¬ 
mont,  to  points  in  Montana,  on,  south, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
United  States-C!anada  Intematlcmal 
Boun^u*y  line  extending  along  UH. 
Highway  93  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  90,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
90  to  junction  UH.  Highway  12,  thence 
along  UH.  Highway  12  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  287,  thence  along  U<S.  EUghway 
287  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  90, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  90  to 
Billings,  Mont.,  and  its  cixnmerci^  zone, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  90  to 
junction  UH.  Highway  310,  thence  alcmg 
U.S.  Highway  310  to  the  Montana-Wyo- 
ming  State  line,  and  (b)  from  points  in 
Vermont,  to  points  in  Wyoming,  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Montana- 
Wyoming  State  line  extending  along 
UH.  Highway  87  to  junction  Wyoming 
Hlfidiway  220,  thence  along  Wyoming 
Hlshway  220  to  junction  Wyoming  High¬ 
way  487,  thence  along  Wyoming 
way  487  to  junction  UH.  High¬ 


way  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  85.  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  85  to  the  Colorado- 
WyonUng  State  line;  (24)  from  points 
in  Virginia,  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Virginia-West  Virginia 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
250  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  360,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  360  to  its  terminus 
at  Reedville,  Va.,  to  points  in  Montana; 
(25)  (a)  from  points  in  West  Virginia,  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ken¬ 
tucky-West  Virginia  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  19,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
19  to  junction  West  Virginia  Highway 
39,  thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway 
39  to  the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State 
line,  to  points  in  Montana. 

(b)  Prwn  points  in  West  Virginia,  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  West 
Virginia-<Miio  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  West  Vir- 
ginia-Pennsylvania  State  line,  to  points 
in  Wyoming,  on,  south,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Wycaning-Montana 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
87  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  26,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  26  to  the  Wyoming- 
Nebraska  State  line;  stnd  (26)  (a)  from 
points  in  Wisconsin,  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  minois-Wisconsin 
State  line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  94  to  junction  UH.  Highway 
141,  thence  along  UH.  Highway  141  to 
the  Wisconsin-Michigan  State  line  to 
points  in  Arizona,  on,  west,  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  United  States- 
Mexico  International  Boundary  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  UB.  Highway  89  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  84  to  junction  U.8.  Highway  80, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  the 
Arizona-Califomla  State  line,  (b)  from 
points  in  Wisconsin,  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Wisconsin-Michi¬ 
gan  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  141  to  junction  U.S,  Highway 
41,  thence  along  U.S.  Hi^way  41  to  the 
Wisconsin-minois  State  line,  to  points  in 
California,  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Needles,  Calif.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  95  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  10,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
10  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  101,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  101  to  Santa  Bar¬ 
bara,  Calif.,  and  its  commercial  zone,  on 
the  Pacific  Ocean,  (c)  from  Kenosha, 
Wis.,  and  its  commercial  zone,  to 
Searchlight,  Nev.,  and  its  commercial 
zone,  and  (d)  from  points  in  Wisconsin, 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Michigan-Wisconsin  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  141  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  180,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  180  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  41,  thence  along  U.S,  Highway 
41  to  junction  UB.  Highway  141,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  141  to  junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  36,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  36  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  83,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  83  to  the  Wisconsin-minois 
State  line,  to  points  in  New  Mexico,  on. 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  al(mg  UB.  Highway  62  to  the 


Texas-New  Mexico  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Muhlenberg  County,  Ky., 
Logan  County,  Ky..  and  Kamak,  Ill. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[PR  Doc.75-14980  PUed  8-6-76:8:45  am] 


[Rev.  S.O.  994;  ICC  Order  144) 

LOUISIANA  MIDLAND  RAILROAD  CO. 

Rerouting  or  Diversion  of  Traffic 

In  the  opinion  of  R.  D.  Pfahler,  Agent, 
the  Louisiana  Midland  Railway  C<Hn- 
pany  is  unable  to  transport  traffic  over 
its  line  between  Archie,  Louisiana,  and 
Rhinehart,  Louisiana,  because  of  high 
water. 

It  is  ordered.  That : 

(a)  Rerouting  traffic.  The  Louisiana 
Midland  Railway  Company,  being  un¬ 
able  to  transport  traffic  over  its  line  be¬ 
tween  Archie,  Louisiana,  and  Rhinehart, 
Louisiana,  because  of  high  water,  is 
hereby  authorized  to  reroute  or  divert 
such  traffic  via  any  available  route. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
be  obtained.  The  railroad  desiring  to 
divert  or  reroute  traffic  under  this  order 
shall  receive  the  concurrence  of  other 
railroads  to  which  such  traffic  is  to  be 
diverted  or  rerouted,  before  the  rerout¬ 
ing  or  diversion  is  ordered. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Each 
carrier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance 
with  this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper 
at  the  time  each  car  is  rerouted  or 
diverted  and  shall  furnish  to  such 
shipper  the  new  routing  provided  under 
this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  is  deemed  to  be  due  to 
carrier  disability,  the  rates  applicable  to 
traffic  diverted  or  rerouted  by  said  Agent 
shall  be  the  rates  which  were  applicable 
at  the  time  of  shipment  on  the  shipments 
as  originally  routi^. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers 
Involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  trans¬ 
portation  applicable  to  said  traffic.  Divi¬ 
sions  shaU  be,  during  the  time  this  order 
remains  in  force,  those  voluntarily 
agreed  upon  by  and  between  said  car¬ 
riers;  or  upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to 
so  agree,  said  divisions  shall  be  those 
hereafter  fixed  by  the  Commission  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  pertinent  authority  con¬ 
ferred  upon  it  by  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act. 

(f )  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  1:30  p.m..  May  20, 
1975. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m..  May ,30, 1975,  unless 
otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
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American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
,  to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agree- 
I  ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agreement, 

Iand  upon  the  American  Short  Line 
Railroad  Association;  and  that  it  be  hied 
i  with  the  Director,  OflBce  of  the  Federal 
i  Register. 

3  Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  20, 
’  1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

;*  [seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

(Agent. 

[FR  Doc.76-14984  PUed  6-6-75:8:45  am] 

•  [Notice  4] 

I  MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

June  9, 1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b).  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132),  appear  below : 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 

I  that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  resulting  from  approval  of  the 
application.  As  provided  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  of  practice  any 
Interested  person  may  file  a  petition 
seeking  reconsideration  of  the  following 
numbered  proceedings  on  or  before 
i.  June  30,  1975.  Pursuant  to  section  17(8) 

>  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  such  a  petition  will  postpone  the 
I  effective  date  of  the  order  in  that  pro- 
\  ceedlng  pending  its  disposition.  The  mat- 

Iters  relied  upon  by  petitioners  must  be 
specified  in  their  petitions  with  particu¬ 
larity. 

No.  MC-PC-75830.  By  order  of  June  3, 
1975  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Zane  Sodergren  and  Don- 

Bidd  Kopache,  a  partnership,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Allied  Industrial  Distribution 
I  (Unlimited),  Oakland,  Calif.,  of  Permit 
i  No.  MC-134200  (Sub-No.  2)  issued  by  the 
Commission  April  11,  1973,  to  Bernard 
Reznick,  doing  business  as  Interstate 
'  Freight  Distributors,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
:  authorizing  the  transportation  of  gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  with  exceptions,  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Alameda,  Contra  Costa, 
Marin,  San  Francisco,  San  Mateo,  and 
Santa  Clara  Counties,  Calif.,  LeRoy  R. 
Davis,  Esq.,  Murchison  &  Davis,  9454  Wil- 
shire  Blvd.,  St.  400,  Beverly  Hills,  Calif. 
I  90212. 

'  No.  MC-FC-75854.  By  order  entered 
Jime  2,  1975  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Sun  Valley 
Stages,  Inc.,  Twin  Falls,  Idaho,  of  the 
operating  rights  set  Torth  in  Certificate 
No.  MC-31387.  Issued  September  16, 1966, 
to  Garth  J.  Kirkman  and  R.  M.  Klrkman, 
doing  business  as  Klrkman  Brothers 
Transportation  and  Sim  Valley  Stages. 
Twin  Falls,  Idaho,  authorizing  the  trans- 


p>ortation  of  passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  and  express  and  newspapers  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  over  speci¬ 
fied  routes,  between  specified  points  in 
Idaho.  John  R.  Coleman,  P.O.  Box  525, 
Twin  Falls,  Idaho  83301,  attorney  fkr 
applicants. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-14981  Piled  6-6-75:8:46  am] 

(Notice  62] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

June  3,  1975. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application,  except  as  otherwise  specifi¬ 
cally  noted,  each  ai^licant  states  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
suiting  frcnn  approval  of  its  application, 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provided  for  imder  the  new  rules  of  Ex 
Parte  NoT  MC-67  (49  CFR  Part  1131), 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue 
of  April  27,  1965,  effective  July  1,  1965. 
These  rules  provide  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication,  within  15  cal¬ 
endar  days  after  the  date  of  notice  of 
the  filing  of  the  application  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of 
such  protests  must  be  served  on  the  ap¬ 
plicant,  or  its  authorized  representative, 
if  any,  and  the  protests  must  certify  that 
such  service  has  been  made.  The  protests 
must  be  specific  as  to  the  service  which 
such  Protestant  can  and  will  offer,  and 
must  consist  of  a  signed  original  and  six 
(6)  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  aiH>lication  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  field 
office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  1846  (Sub-No.  6TA),  filed 
May  20,  1975.  Applicant:  W.  D.  KIBLER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  60  South  State 
Ave.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite 
2465,  One  Indiana  Square,  IndlanapoUs, 
Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Svx:h 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale, 
retail,  and  chain  grocer  and  food  business 
houses,  and,  in  connection  therewith, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  conduct  of  such  business,  between 
points  in  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  on  Uie  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Middle- 
town,  Dayton,  Mlamisburg,  Hamilton  and 
Harrison,  Ohio,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  ’The  Great  Atlantic  &  Pacific  Tea 
Co.,  Inc.,  2  Paragon  Drive,  Montvale, 
N.J.  07645.  Send  protests  to:  Frances 
Sterling,  Transportation  Assistant,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations.  802  Century  Bldg.,  36  S. 
Penn.  St.,  Indianapolis,  Tnd.  46204. 

Na  MC  23441  (Sub-No.  ITTA),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  LAY  TRUCK¬ 


ING  COMPANY,  INC.,  1312  Lake  St.,  La- 
Porte,  Ind.  46350.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465,  One 
Indiana  Square,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Radiators,  from  the 
plantsite  of  McCord  Corporation  at  Ply¬ 
mouth,  Ind.,  to  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Di^re  &  Company  at 
Waterloo  and  Dubuque,  Iowa  and  the 
plantsite  of  White  Farm  Equipment  Com¬ 
pany  at  Charles  City,  Iowa,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  McCord  Corpora¬ 
tion,  2850  West  Grand  Blvd.,  Detroit, 
Mich.  48202.  Send  protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray, 
District  Supervisor,  345  West  Wayne  St., 
Room  204,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46802. 

No.  MC  30884  (Sub-No.  19TA),  filed 
May  23, 1975.  AppUcant:  JACK  C<X)PER 
’TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  3501 
Manchester  ’Trafficway,  Kansas  Cfity,  Mo. 
64129.  Applicant’s  representative:  War¬ 
ren  A.  Goff,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Ave.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38137.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Motor  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  trailers),  in  initial  movements,  in 
truckaway  service,  from  the  plants  of 
General  Motors  Corporation,  located  at 
Kansas  City.  Mo.,  to  points  in  04ilo,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  ’The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  General 
Motors  Corporation,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  GM  Logistics  Opera¬ 
tions,  30007  Van  Dyke  Ave.,  Warren, 
Mich.  48090.  Send  protests  to:  John  V. 
Barry,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  600  Federal  Bldg.,  911  Walnut  St., 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  30884  (Sub-No.  20TA).  filed 
May  23. 1975.  Applicant:  JACK  CXXJPER 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  3501 
Manchester  Trafficway,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64129.  Applicant’s  representative:  War¬ 
ren  A.  Goff,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Ave.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38137.  Au-. 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Motor  vehicles  (ex- 
c^t  trailers),  in  initial  movements,  in 
truckaway  service,  from  the  plantsites 
of  General  Motors  Corporation  at  Nor¬ 
wood,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted 
above  is  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  moving  through  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  from  the  plantsites  of  General 
Motors  Corporation  at  Norwood,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  Kansas  Cfity,  Mo.,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed  imder  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors  Corporation,  for  180  days. 
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Supporting  shipper:  GM  Logistics  Oper¬ 
ations,  30007  Van  E^ke  Ave.,  Warren, 
Mich.  48090.  Send  protests  to:  John  V. 
Barry,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  600  Federal  Bldg.,  911  Walnut 
St.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  31389  (Sub-No.  198TA) ,  filed 
May  27,  1975.  Applicant:  MCLEAN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  617  Waughtown 
St.,  P.O.  Box  213,  Winston-Salem,  N.C. 
27102.  Applicant’s  representative:  David 
F.  Eshelman  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  tmusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  home- 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) ,  serving 
the  plantsite  of  Potlatch  Corporation, 
located  in  Desha  County,  Ark.,  having  a 
railroad  designation  of  C3q>ress  Bend, 
Aiic.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  applicant’s  regular  route  op¬ 
erations.  applicant  intends  to  Join  with 
MC-31389  and  Interline  at  all  present 
interline  pq^ts,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Potlatch  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  1016,  Lewiston,  Idaho  83501.  Send 
protests  to:  Terrdl  Price,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  800  Briar  Creek  Road,  CC516, 
Charlotte,  N.C.  28205. 

No.  MC  39406  (Sub-No.  18TA).  filed 
May  27,  1975.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
MOTOR  LINES,  INCORPORATED,  P.O. 
Box  10303,  caiarlotte,  N.C.  28237.  AppU- 
cant’s  r^resentative:  Charles  R.  Ssm- 
derson  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  reg^ar 
routes,  transporting:  Candy,  confection- 
ery  and  related  articles  serving  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  E.  J. 
Brach  &  Sons,  Division  of  American 
Home  Products  Corporation,  at  or  near 
CTarol  Stream,  m..  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  presently 
authorized-regular-route-operations,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  ^pper:  E.  J.  Brach 
&  Sons,  Division  erf  American  Home 
Products  Corporation,  4656  W.  Klnzie  St.. 
Chicago,  m.  60644.  Send  protests  to: 
Terrell  Price,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commissimi,  800  Briar 
C^redr  Road,  Room  CX7516,  Mart  OfSce 
Bldg.,  Charlotte.  N.C.  28205. 

No.  MC  50493  (Sub-No.  56TA),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  P.C.M. 

’TRUCKING,  INC.,  1063  Main  St.,  Ore- 
fidd.  Pa.  18104.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Paul  B.  K^mnerer,  1620  North  19th 
Sk,  Allentown,  Pa.  18104.  Authority 
sought  to  (H>erate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Soy  beans,  toy  bean  meal 
and  soy  bean  by-products,  dry,  in  bulk, 
from  points  in  Frsuikfort  and  Lafayette, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania,  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  15  fnmi  the  Maryland 
state  line  to  the  New  York  state  Une.  and 
points  In  New  Jersey  south  of  U.8.  High¬ 
way  22,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Lovatt  and  Co.,  40  East  Butler  Ave., 
Ambler,  Pa.  19002.  Send  protests  to: 


F.  W.  Doyle,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  600  Arch 
St.,  Room  3238,  Philadeli^a,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  53965  (Sub-No.  109TA) ,  filed 
May  23,  1975.  Applicant:  GRAVES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  2130  South  Ohio, 
Salina,  Kans.  67401.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harri¬ 
son  St.,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  by-products  arid  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses  as  described  in 
Section  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
Report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  plantsite  and/or  storage  facili¬ 
ties  utilized  by  Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Amarillo,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Miimesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota,  for  180 
dasrs.  Supporting  shipper:  Iowa  Beef 
Processors,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  515,  Dakota 
City,  Nebr.  68731.  Send  protests  to: 
Thomas  P.  O’Hara,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  234  Federal  Bldg., 
T(^ka,  Kans.  66603. 

No.  MC  76629  (Sub-No.  9TA),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  OVERLAND 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  31136, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46206.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  D(mald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465, 
One  Indiana  Square,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Paper  and 
paper  products,  between  the  plantsite  of 
Inland  Container  Corp.,  at  Cayuga,  Ind., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Illinois,  Kenucky,  Ohio,  and  Missouri, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Inland 
Container  Corporation,  120  East  Market 
St.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Prances  Sterling,  Transporta¬ 
tion  Assistant,  Bureau  of  Operations,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  802  Cen¬ 
tury  Bldg.,  36  S.  Penn.  St.,  Indianapolis, 
Ind.  46204. 

No.  MC  82063  (Sub-No.  60TA),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  y^pUcant:  KLIPSC7H 
HAULINO  CO.,  119  East  Loughborough 
St.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63111.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  Suite 
805,  666  nth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Hydro¬ 
chlorine  (Muriatic)  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  frean  points  in  Memphis,  Tenn., 
to  points  in  Little  Rock,  Eldorado,  and 
Buaxite,  Ark.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shlpp>er:  Velsicol  Chemical  Corporation 
Ck)rporation,  341  East  Ohio  St.,  CSiicago, 
HL  60611.  Send  protests  to:  J.  P.  Werth- 
mann.  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
CTmnmerce  Commission,  Room  1465,  210 
N.  12th  St.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  245TA),  filed 
May  21.  1975.  Awllcant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  324  Manhard  St.. 
P.O.  Box  420,  Waterloo.  Iowa  50704.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Charles  W. 
Singer,  2440  East  Commercial  Blvd.,  Ft. 


Lauderdale,  Fla.  33308.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in,  or 
used  by,  agricultural  machinery,  indus¬ 
trial  equipment,  and  lawn  and  leisure 
products  dealers  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  Deere  <i 
Company,  at  Bloomington,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Montana,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota.  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan. 
Wisconsin,  Wyoming,  and  that  part  of 
Iowa  on  and  west  of  Highway  63,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Deere  &  Com¬ 
pany,  2001  West  94th  St.,  Bloomington, 
Minn.  55431.  Send  protests  to:  Herbert 
W.  Allen,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  875  Federal  Bldg.,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  90TA).  filed 
May  21, 1975.  Applicant:  M.  BRUENGER 
b  CO.,  INC.,  6250  North  Broadway, 
Wichita,  Kans.  67219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Lester  C.  Arvin,  814  Century 
Plaza  Bldg.,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  plant- 
site  and/or  storage  facilities  utilized  by 
Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Amarillo,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Idaho.  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah, 
Washington  and  Wyoming,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  and  destined  to 
named  points.  Supporting  shipper:  Iowa 
Beef  Processors,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  515,  Da¬ 
kota  City,  Nebr.  68731.  Send  protests  to: 
M.  E.  Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Cmnmisslon,  501  Pe¬ 
troleum  Bldg.,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  123048  (Sub-No.  324TA),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  AppUcant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
5021  21st  St.,  Racine,  Wis.  53406.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  C.  Gartzke, 
121  West  Doty  St.,  Madison.  Wis.  53703. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Paper 
mill  products  and  pulp  mill  products,  be¬ 
tween  the  plantsite  facilities  of  Pot¬ 
latch  Corp.,  in  Desha  County,  Ark.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ;  Materials,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  or  useful  in  the  manufacture, 
sale  and  distribution  of  paper  mill  prod¬ 
ucts  and  pulp  mill  products  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) ,  between  the  plantsite 
facilities  of  PoUatch  Corporation  in 
Desha  County.  Ark.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Potlatch 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1016,  Lewiston, 
Idaho  83501.  Send  protests  to  John  E. 
Ryden,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sioner.  135  West  Wells  St.,  Room  807, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203. 
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No.  MC  123157  (Sub-No.  25TA).  filed 
May  21,  1975.  Applicant:  CTI,  P.O.  Box 
397,  Rillito,  Ariz.  85246.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  A.  Michael  Bernstein,  1327 
United  Bank  Bldg.,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85012. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transportingr:  Dry  am¬ 
monium  nitrate,  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
Railhead  at  Kingman,  Ariz.,  to  The  Du¬ 
val  Mine,  Mineral  Park,  Ariz.,  approxi¬ 
mately  18  miles  northwest  of  Kingman, 
Ariz.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Duval  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1271,  King- 
man,  Ariz.  86401.  Send  protests  to:  An¬ 
drew  V.  Baylor,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Room 
3427  Federal  Bldg.,  230  North  First  Ave., 
Phoenix,  Ariz.  85025. 

No.  MC  123872  (Sub-No.  45TA) ,  filed 
May  22, 1975.  Applicant:  W  &  L  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2607,  State  Road 
1148,  Hickory,  N.C.  28601.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Allen  E.  Bowman  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Meat,  meat  products  and  meat 
by-products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  Re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  plantsite  and/or  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  utilized  by  Iowa  Beef  Processors, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Amarillo,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and 
Mississippi,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  and  destined  to  normal  points,  for 
180  days. 

No.  MC  124055  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  OEO.  F.  CAL¬ 
LAHAN,  811  Eastridge  Drive,  Goodland, 
Kans.  67735.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Geo.  F.  Callahan  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Anhydrous  ammonia  and  liquid  fertilizer, 
in  shipper  owned  bulk  tank  trailers,  from 
points  in  Ekiid,  Okla.;  Cheyenne,  Wyo.; 
Hoag,  Nebr.;  Denver,  Colo.;  and  Conway, 
Dodge  City  and  Lawrence,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  Burlington,  Colo.,  and  Benkel- 
man,  Nebr.;  (2)  Dry  Fertilizer,  in  bulk, 
or  in  bags,  from  points  in  Sioux  Falls,  S. 
Dak.,  to  points  in  Benkelman,  Nebr.;  and 
from  points  in  Plainview,  Etter  and 
Houston,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Burlington. 
Colo.,  and  Benkelman,  Nebr.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shippers:  Western  Fer¬ 
tilizer  Co.,  Burlington,  Colo.  Caldwell’s, 
Inc.,  Goodland,  Kans.  Send  protests  to: 
Thomas  P.  O’Hara,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations.  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  234  Federal  Bldg., 
Topeka,  Kans.  66603. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  651TA) .  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  611  South  28th  St.. 
Milwaukee.  Wis.  53216.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  H.  Prevette  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sand,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Roberta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Cop- 
perhill,  Tenn.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Atlanta  Sand  &  Supply  Co..  3166 
Maple  Drive.  N.E.,  Room  226,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30305.  Send  protests  to:  John  E. 
Ryden,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  135  West 
Wells  St.,  Room  807,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
53203. 

No.  MC  124121  (Sub-No.  IOTA) ,  filed 
May  20,  1975.  Applicant:  NUSSBERGER 
BROS.  TRUC:KING  CO.,  INC.,  Box  97, 
1109  Railroad  Ave.,  Prentice,  Wis.  54556. 
Applicant’s  representative:  F.  H.  Kroger, 
1745  University  Ave.,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55104.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Doors, 
sashes,  window  units,  screens,  frames, 
window  blinds,  and  parts  and  accessories 
of  the  aforementioned  commodities,  from 
points  in  Hawkins,  Wis.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky.  Mich¬ 
igan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Dakota  and  West  Virginia;  Materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  described 
above,  except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri.  Nebraska,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota, 
and  West  Virginia  to  points  in  Hawkins, 
Wis.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Northern  Sash  and  Door.  P.O.  Box  248, 
Hawkins,  Wis,  54530.  Send  protests  to: 
Barney  L.  Hardin,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  139 
W.  Wilson  St.,  Room  202,  Madison,  Wis. 
53703. 

No.  MC  126109  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
May  22,  1975,  Applicant:  TRECHO 

TRANSPORT.  INC.,  2756  Short  St., 
York,  N.Y.  14592.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  S.  Michael  Richards,  44  North  Ave., 
Webster,  N.Y.  14580..  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  iiregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Dairy  products  and  agricultural 
commodities  exempt '  from  regulation 
under  Section  203(b)  of  the  Act  when 
moving  in  mixed  shipments  with  dairy 
products;  (2)  Paper  articles  as  described 
in  61  M.C.C.  290,  291  Appendix  XI 
(boxes,  cartons,  egg  cases,  and  trays), 
(1)  from  Friendship,  N.Y.,  to  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  points  in  New  Jersey  and 
Mia^,  Fla.;  (2)  from  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  points  in  New  Jersey  to  Friendship, 
N.Y.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Friendship  Dairies,  Inc.,  Friendship, 
N.Y.  14739.  Send  protests  to:  Morris  H. 
Gross,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Room  104,  301 
Erie  Blvd.,  West,  Syracuse,  N.Y.  13202. 

No,  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  187TA) ,  filed 
May ^3. 1975.  Applicant:  MIDWESTERN 
DISTRIBUTION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  189, 
Fort  Scott,  Kans.  66701.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Harry  Ross,  1403  South 
Horton  St..  Fort  Scott.  Kans.  66701.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 


routes,  transporting:  Paper  mill  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  be- 
machinery,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  manufacture  and/or  distribution  of 
paper  mill  products  and  pulp  mill  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  be¬ 
tween  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  Potlatch  Corix>ration  in  Desha  County, 
Ark.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Potlatch  Corpora¬ 
tions,  P.O.  Box  1016,  Lewiston,  Idaho 
83501.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E.  Taylor, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  501  Petroleum  Bldg., 
Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  134129  (Sub-No.  7TA),  filed 
May  23,  1975.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  A. 
LONG.  INC.,  BeaJeton,  Va.  22712.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Daniel  B.  John¬ 
son,  1123  Munsey  Bldg.,  1329  E  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Plastic  articles,  from- 
points  in  Remington.  Va.,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  the  U.S.,  in  and  east  of 
Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas.  Nebraska, 
South  Dakota,  and  North  Dakota;  (2) 
Materials,  supplies,  and  equipment,  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  plastic  articles, 
articles,  from  points  in  the  destination 
territory  in  (1)  above,  to  Remington,  Va., 
restriction:  Said  operations  are  re¬ 
stricted  in  both  instances  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  or  hopper  type  vehicles,  said  opera¬ 
tions  are  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  i)erformed  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  PCL  Pack¬ 
aging.  Inc.,  of  Remington,  Va.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  PC7L  Packag¬ 
ing,  Inc.,  Box  367,  Remington,  Va.  22734. 
Send  protests  to:  Interstate  C(»nmerce 
Commission,  12th  b  Constitution  Ave., 
N.W.,  Room  317,  District  Supervisor, 
Hersman,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 
f-tN-kv  :LOrEfi 

No.  MC  134323  (Sub-No.  747TA) .  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  JAY  LINES. 
INC.,  720  North  Grand  St.,  Amarillo,  Tex. 
79105.  Applicant’s  representative:  Clailyn 
Larsen,  P.O.  Box  80814,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  from  the  plantsites  and  storage 
facilities  of  MBPXL  Corporation  at 
Wichita,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana  and  Missis¬ 
sippi,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
MBPXL  Corporation,  29th  b  Mead, 
Wichita,  Kans.  Send  protests  to:  Has¬ 
kell  E.  Ballard,  District  Supervisor,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Box  H-4395,  Herring  Plaza, 
Amarillo,  Tex.  79101. 

No.  MC  136824  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  21,  1975.  Applicant:  ROBERT 
SPURLING,  doing  business  as  SEAT- 
TLE-TACOMA  AIR  TAXI,  8403  Perim¬ 
eter  Road  South,  Seattle,  Wash.  98108. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Clyde  H. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  Ill— MONDAY,  JUNE  9,  1975 


24604 


NOTICES 


Maciver,  1900  Peoples  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  1415  Fifth  Avenue,  Seattle.  Wash. 
98171.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  tranqxirting:  General 
commodiiies  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Gommls- 
sicm.  ccanmodittes  in  bulk  and  commod¬ 
ities  requiring  special  equipment  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading) ,  between  airpmis  in  Pierce,  King. 
Snohomish,  Skagit  and  Whatcom  Coun¬ 
ties.  Wash.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  said  counties  (restricted 
to  traffic  having  an  Immediately  prior  or 
subsequoit  movement  by  air  and  to  in¬ 
dividual  ^lipments  ot  500  pounds  or  less) . 
tor  180  days.  Si^)porting  shippers:  There 
are  iq^proximate^  10  statements  of  sup¬ 
port  attached  to  the  iq>plication,  which 
may  be  examined  at  the  Interstate  Com- 
m«ce  Commission  in  Washington,  D.C., 
or  copies  thereof  which  may  be  examined 
at  the  Add  office  named  below.  Send  mc- 
tests  to:  L.  D.  Boone,  Transportation 
Specialist,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Intm*- 
state  Cmnmeree  Comzxnsslon,  858  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  915  Second  Ave.,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98174. 

No.  MC  138555  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
May  21.  1975.  AppUcant:  ROBERT  H. 
COWEN,  doing  business  as  COWEN 
TRUCK  UNE,  Route  2,  Perrysville.  Ohio 
44864.  Applicant’s  represratative:  David 
A.  Turano,  100  East  Broad  6t.,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vridcle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Household  appliances  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk)  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  household  mn>liances  (a)  from  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Holly  Springs, 
Miss.;  North  Canton,  Ohio;  and  Chicago, 
111.;  (b)  from  Chicago,  BL.  to  points  in 
North  Canton,  Ohio  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.; 
(c)  from  North  Canton,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Chicago,  Bl.;  (d) 
fnxn  H(dly  Springs,  Miss.,  to  points  in 
St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (e)  between  the  Ports  of 
Entry  at  Buffalo  and'magara  Falls,  N.Y., 
on  the  International  Boundary  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
North  Canton,  Ohio  (restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  or  destined  to 
points  in  Ontario,  Canada),  xmder  a 
continuing  contracts  or  contract  with 
The  Hoover  Company.  North  Canton, 
Ohio.  Note:  Applicant  holds  contract 
permit  authority  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  for  the  same  shipper  be¬ 
tween  Holly  Springs.  Miss.,  and  North 
Canton,  Ohio,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Ihe  Hoover  Company,  North 
Canton.  Ohio  44720.  Send  protests  to: 
James  Jdmson,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  181  Federal  Office  Bldg.. 
1240  East  Ninth  St..  Cleveland.  Ohio 
44199. 

No.  MC  138900  (Sub-No.  3TA).  filed 
May  19.  1975.  Applicant:  REID  J.  CAV¬ 
ANAUGH.  R.  D.  #1.  Box  27.  Conndls- 
ville.  Pa.  15425.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant 


Bldg.,  Pittsburgh.  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Animal  and  poultry  teed, 
from  points  in  Alexander,  N.Y..  to  points 
in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  and  extending 
along  UJS.  Highway  219  to  jimction  UJB. 
Highway  22,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
22  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  220,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  220  to  Junction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  164.  thence  over  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  164,  to  jimction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  26,  thence  over  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  26  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  30,  thence  over  UB.  Highway 
30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  220,  and 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  220  to  the 
Pennsyhrania-Maryland  State  line;  (2) 
animal  teed,  from  points  in  Fayette 
County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  York  on 
and  w^  of  a  line  beginning  at  Point 
Breese,  N.Y.,  and  extending  along  New 
Yoik  Highway  98  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  219  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
.219  to  the  Pennsylvania-New.  York  State 
line.  Restriction;  The  (derations  author¬ 
ized  herein  are  limited  to  a  transporta¬ 
tion  service  to  be  performed  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Allied  Mille,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Allied  Mills,  Inc.,  Everson, 
Pa.  15631.  Send  protests  to:  Joseph  A. 
Nlggemyer,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  C^ommerce 
Commission,  416  Old  Post  Office  Bldg., 
Wheeling.  W.  Va.  26003. 

No.  MC  138956  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  23,  1975.  Aimllcant:  ERGON 

TRUCmNO,  INC.,  202  East  Pearl  St.. 
Jackson,  Miss.  39201.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  P.  Bond,  2766  Douglas 
Road,  Miami,  Fla.  33133.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Water.  drilHng  mud, 
oil  spillage,  oil  emulsion  and  basic  sedi¬ 
ments  in  connection  with  oil  and  gas  ex¬ 
ploration.  production,  and  discovery,  in 
bulk,  between  points  in  Alabama,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Loul.slana,  and  PTorlda,  (2)  Crude 
oils,  condensates  and  distdlants,  between 
points  in  Alabama  and  Mississippi,  in 
bulk,  for  180  days.  Sujworting  sldj^rs: 
There  are  approximate  7  statements  of 
support  attached  to  the  triplication, 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  copies  thereof  which  may  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  the  field  office  named  below. 
Send  protests  to:  Alan  C.  Tarrant,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Rocxn  212,  145  East  Amite 
Bldg.,  Jackson,  Miss.  39201. 

No.  MC  138991  (Sub-No.  8TA).  filed 
May  22.  1975.  Applicant:  K.  J.  TRANS- 
PORTA’nON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9764,  Roch¬ 
ester,  N.Y.  14623.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  8.  IBchael  Richards,  44  Nortfi  Av¬ 
enue,  Webster.  N.Y.  14580.  Authority 
sought  to  (merate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vdiicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Malt  beverages,  from 
points  in  Newport,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Roch¬ 
ester,  N.Y.  and  returned  empty  contain¬ 
ers  and  pallets  in  reverse  direction,  for 


180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Lake  Bev¬ 
erage  Corp.,  Rochester.  N.Y.  Smd  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Morris  H.  Gross,  District  Super¬ 
visor.  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Room  104, 301  Erie  Blvd.,  West,  Syracuse, 
N.Y.  13202. 

No.  MCT39495  (Sub-No.  65TA),  filed 
May  19.  1975.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal. 
Kans.  67901.  .^>pUcant’s  representative: 
Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1819  H  St.  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pickled  products  (except 
in  bulk),  from  (a)  Imlay  City,  Bridge¬ 
port,  and  Memphis,  Michigan,  to  points 
in  Greenville,  Miss. ;  and  from  (b)  Green¬ 
ville,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Missouri,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  New  Mexico.  Col¬ 
orado.  Arizona,  and  California,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Vlasic  Foods, 
Inc..  33200  West  14  Mile  Road.  West 
Bl(x>mfield.  Mich.  48033.  Send  protests 
to:  M.  K  Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  501  Pe¬ 
troleum  Bldg..  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  70TA).  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal, 
Kans.  67901.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1819  H  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  reflective  traffic  mark¬ 
ings  (except  in  bulk) .  from  the  facilities 
of  The  Cataphote  Division  of  Ferro 
(Corporation  located  at  or  near  Jackson, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Ohio.  West  Virginia, 
Virginia,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania.  New 
York.  New  Jersey,  (Connecticut,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire, 
Maine.  Rhode  Island  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Cataphote  Division,  Ferro  Cor¬ 
poration,  P.O.  Box  2369,  Jackson.  Miss. 
39205.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E.  Taylor, 
District  Supervisor.  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  501  Petroleum  Bldg., 
Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  140733  (Sub-No.  ITA) ,  'filed 
May  21,  1975.  Applicant:  DWANE  L. 
FORD,  doing  business  as  D  ft  G  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  424  Canyon,  Nampa,  Idaho  83651. 
Applicant’s  representative:  F.  L.  Slgloh, 
P.O.  Box  7651,  Boise,  Idaho  83707.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Insulation  and  in¬ 
sulating  materials  and  supplies,  except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  trucks, 
from  the  plant  of  Thermo  Products 
Corp.,  at  (Chilton,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Montana,  Utah,  Nevada,  Idaho, 
Ch«gon,  Washington,  and  those  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  north  of  U.S.  Highway  50,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper;  Thermo  Prod¬ 
ucts  of  Idaho,  2923  Holden  Lane,  Boise, 
Idaho  83706.  Send  protests  to;  C.  W. 
Campbell.  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  550  West  Fort 
St..  Box  07.  Boise,  Idaho  83724. 

No.  MC  140907  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  20,  1975.  Applicant:  C.  PALUMBO 
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TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  320  Bailey  Ave.. 
Unlontown,  Pa.  15401.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Francis  J.  Palumbo,  350 
West  Beryley  St.,  Unlontown,  Pa.  15401. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg\ilar 
routes,  transporting:  Coal,  in  truckloads, 
fixMn  points  in  Friendsville.  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Bellaire,  Ohio,  tor  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Gallatin  Fuels,  Inc., 
76  East  Main  St..  Unlontown,  Pa.  15401. 
Send  protests  to:  Joseph  A.  Niggemyer, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
416  Old  Post  Office  Bldg.,  Wheeling. 
W.  Va.  26003. 

No.  MC  140909  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  F.  T.  WIL¬ 
LIAMS  (XiMPANY,  INCORPORATED, 
3009  Rozzells  Ferry  Road,  Charlotte, 
N.C.  28208.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Samuel  S.  Williams.  139  South  Tryon 
St.,  Charlotte,  N.C.  28202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Crushed  stone  on  very 
short  and  irregtOar  notice,  from  Arro- 
wood  Road  at  1-77  in  Mecklenburg 
County,  N.C.,  to  Duke  Power  Nuclear 
Station  in  York  County,  S.C.,  commenc¬ 
ing  October,  1975  from  the  plantslte  of 
Martin  Marietta’s  Arrowood  Quarry  lo¬ 
cated  at  1-77  and  Arrowood  Blvd.,  in 
Mecklenburg  County,  N.C.,  to  Duke 
Power  Company  Catawba  Nuclear  Sta¬ 
tion,  off  Highway  #274  near  Lake  Wylie 
in  York  Coxmty,  S.C..  route  will  be  High¬ 
way  #49  to  Highway  #274  to  Duke 
Power  Station,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Martin  Marietta  Aggregates, 
P.O.  Box  16268,  Charlotte.  N.C.  28216. 
Send  protests  to:  Terrell  Price,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  800  Briar  Creek  Road,  Room 
CC516  Mart  Office  Bldg.,  Charlotte.  N.C. 
28205. 

No.  MC  140947  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  21.  1975.  Applicant:  VAN  GROLL, 
INC.,  Route  4,  Kaukauna,  Wis.  54130.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  James  Robert 
Evans,  145  W.  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Neenah, 
Wis.  54956.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Blood 
meal,  meat  scraps  and  packing  house 
waste  products,  in  bulk,  or  in  bags,  from 
points  in  Chippewa  Falls  and  Green  Bay, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  and  Min¬ 
nesota,  under  contract  with  Packerland 
Packing  Company,  Inc.,  Lime  Ellin  Road, 
Green  Bay.  Wis.  54305.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Packerland  Packing  Company,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  1184,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54305. 
Send  protests  to:  John  E.  Ryden,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  135  West  Wells  St.,  Room  807, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203. 

No.  MC  140982TA,  filed  May  16,  1975. 
Applicant:  MARKET  EXPRESS.  INC., 
3342  North  Weber  St.,  Fresno. 
Calif.  93705.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  M.  Loughran,  100  Bush  St.,  21st 
Floor,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94104.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Food,  food  stuffs, 
pet  food,  animal  feed,  feed  supplements, 
cleaning  compound,  advertising  matter 


and  commodities  used  in  the  preserva¬ 
tion,  preparation  of  serving  of  foods.  In 
mechanically  refrigerated  e<iulpment, 
from  the  plantsites  and  storage  locations 
of  Standard  Brands  Foods  Division  of 
Standard  Brands  Incorporated  in  Ala¬ 
meda,  Contra  Costa,  Santa  (Tiara,  San 
Mateo,  San  Joaquin,  Stanislaus,  and  San 
Francisco  (Tounties,  Calif.,  to  points  in 
Pima,  Pinal  and  Maricopa  Counties,  Ariz., 
limited  to  transportation  service  to  be 
performed  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Standard  Brands  Foods 
Division  of  Standard  Brands  Incorpo¬ 
rated,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Standard  Brands  Foods  Division  of 
Standard  Brands  Incorporated,  500  Paul 
Ave.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94124.  Send 
prot^ts  to:  (Tlaud  W.  Reeves,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  450  Gold¬ 
en  Gate  Ave.,  Box  36004,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94102. 

No.  MC  140983TA,  filed  May  21.  1975. 
Applicant:  VINCENT  JACOBO.  SR.,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  VIN-SON’S  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION.  14419  Farlington  Street, 
Baldwin.  Park,  Calif.  91706.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Vincent  Jacobo,  Sr. 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregxilar  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Clay  and  talc  (except 
in  bulk) ,  from  pK)ints  in  Dunn,.El  Monte, 
and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and  Kingman, 
Ariz.,  to  the  plantsite  of  Highway  Ce¬ 
ramics,  Inc.,  at  Ymna,  Ariz.;  (2)  High^ 
way  road  markers,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Highway  Ceramics,  Inc.,  at  Yuma,  Ariz., 
to  points  in  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Highway  Ce¬ 
ramics.  Inc.,  1925  North  Potrero  Ave., 
South  El  Monte.  Calif.  91733.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Philip  Yallowitz,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Room  1312  Federal  Bldg.,  300  North  Los 
Angeles  St.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  140984TA,  filed  May  21,  1975. 
Applicant:  PANIC  AIRFREIGHT,  INC., 
AMF  Box  81134,  Cleveland  Hopkins  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44181.  Applicant’s  representative:  Edwin 
C.  Remlnger,  731  Leader  Bldg.,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  44114.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  except  in  bulk, 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  air  move¬ 
ment.  or  moving  in  substituted  air  move¬ 
ment  by  motor  for  air  service,  between 
points  in  Cleveland  Hoi^ins  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Cleveland.  Ohio  and  Lo¬ 
rain  Coimty  Airport,  Detroit,  Mich., 
Detroit  Metropolitan  Airport,  Wayne, 
Mich.,  and  Willow  Run  Airport.  Ypsll- 
antl,  Mich.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  There  were  no  supporting  state¬ 
ments  attached  to  the  application,  names 
of  shippers  may  be  obtained  from  the 
District  Supervisor.  Send  protests  to: 
James  Johnson,  District  Supervisor,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  181  Federal  Office  Bldg., 
1240  East  Ninth  St.,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44199. 

No.  MC  140985TA.  filed  May  23.  1975. 
Applicant:  DAVID  L.  AND  DOLORES 


ANKENY,  doing  business  as  ANKENY 
TRUCKING,  6410  S.  E.  Pine  St..  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  97215.  Api^icant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Russell  M.  Allen,  1200  Jackson 
Tower,  Portland.  Oreg.  97205.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Wood  residuals,  from 
points  in  Grande  Ronde,  Oreg.,  to  points 
in  Longview,  Wash.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Oregon  American  Lum¬ 
ber  Co.,  P.O.  Box  248,  Grand  Ronde, 
Oreg.  97347.  Send  protests  to:  W.  J. 
Huetig,  District  Supervisor,  Biueau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  114  Pioneer  Courthouse,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  97204. 

No.  MC  140986TA,  filed  May  23,  1975. 
Applicant:  GREAT  NORTHERN 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Bank  Street.  Net- 
cong,  N.J.  07857.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  B.  Pepper,  168  Woodbrldge 
Avenue,  Highland  Park,  N.J.  07804.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Clay,  except  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  Flanders,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maryland,-*  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  and 
Washingt<m,  D.C.;  Talc  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacturing 
of  ceramics,  except  in  bulk,  from  points 
in  Kentucky.  Maryland,  New  York,  Ohio. 
Pennsylvania,  and  Tennessee  to  points 
in  Flanders,  N.J.,  imder  a  continuing 
contract  with  Byrnes -Ceramic  Supply 
Co.,  Inc.,  Flanders,  N.J.,  for  Byrnes-Ce¬ 
ramic  Supply  Company,  Inc.,  95  Bartley 
Road,  Flanders,  N.J.  07836.  Joel  Morrows, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  9  Clinton  St.,  New¬ 
ark,  N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  140987TA,  filed  May  23.  1975. 
Applicant:  WILLIAM  FREDERIC3C,  P.O. 
Box  161.  Rear  77  Mechanic  St., 
Leominster,  Mass.  01453.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  M.  Mar^all,  135 
State  St..  Suite  200,  Springfield,  Mass. 
01103.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pails  and 
supplies  and  materials  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  of  plastic 
pails,  between  points  in  Leominster, 
Mass.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Detroit  and  Holland,  Michigan. 
Buffalo.  Rochester.  Wilson,  Dunkirk, 
Brooklyn,  Hicksville,  New  York,  Canast- 
ota,  and  Poughkeepsie,  N.Y.,  Allen¬ 
town,  Erie,  Philadelphia,  Pittsburgh, 
New  Holland.  Pa.,  Winchester.  Va.. 
ForestvlUe,  New  Haven.  Waterbury, 
Conn.,  Baltimore,  Md..  Boonton,  Clifton, 
Paterson,  East  Brunswick,  Bloomfield, 
Wallington,  Passaic,  N.J.,  Cincinnati. 
Middlefield,  Ohio  and  Sturgeon’s  Bay, 
Wis.,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Plastican,  Inc.  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Plastican.  Inc.,  25  Litchfield 
St.,  Leominster,  Mass.  01453.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Joseph  W.  Balin,  district 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations.  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  338  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg..  It  UJ3.  Courthouse,  436 
Dwight  St.,  Springfield,  Mass.  01103. 
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No.  MC  140970  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  19,  1975.  Applicant:  NORTH  PORK 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  235  Main  Street. 
BrookvUie,  Pa.‘  15825.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Hiomas  M.  Mulroy,  2310 
Grant  Bldg..  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Coal,  in  dump 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Clarion  Town¬ 
ship,  Clarion  Coimty,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Dundee  Township,  Monroe  County, 
Mich.;  Lime,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
Woodville,  Ohio  to  points  in  Corsica,  Pa., 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Basic  Energies,  Inc.,  of  Du  Bois,  Pa., 
and  Fitzsimmons  Services.  Inc.,  of 
Brookvile,  Pa.,  for  180  days:  Supporting 
shipper:  Basic  Energies.  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
511,  Kiwanis  Trail.  Du  Bois,  Pa.  15801. 
Fitzsimmons  Services,  Inc.,'  235  Main 


St.,  BrookvUie,  Pa.  15825.  Send  protests 
to:  James  C.  Donaldson,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Conunission,  2111  Federal 
Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15222. 

No.  MC  140990  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  AppUcant:  CORKREN 
AND  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  182, 
BrUliant,  Ala.  35548.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  “Peat”  Self,  P.O.  Box 
597,  HamUton,  Ala.  35570.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Coal,  in  bulk,  in  dump  ve¬ 
hicles.  between  points  in  Alabama,  Ten¬ 
nessee.  Georgia,  and  Mississippi,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Brilliant  Coal 
Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2290,  Jasper, 
Ala.  35501.  Send  protests  to:  CUfford  W. 
White,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 


Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Room  1616,  2121  Bldg.,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35203. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 
(FR  Doc.75-14983  FUed  6-6-75:8:45  am] 


(Notice  57] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPUCATIONS 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-13854  appearing  at  page 
23142  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  May  28, 
1975,  in  the  middle  column  on  page  23143, 
in  ttie  sixteenth  line  of  “No.  MC  118130 
(Sub-No.  74TA)  ”,  delete  “points  in”  and 
insert  in  lieu  of  “Roswell”. 
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